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Anchorage School District: Profile of Performance..........cccoceeevieerrrrierrnnininininunnecenennnenen 1996-97
Question: What is the Profile of Performance?

Answer: The Profile of Performance is a report to the Anchorage School Board and community on
the academic achievement of students in our schools. The focus is on student achievement across the
District and within our individual programs. The quality indicators included in the Profile have been
developed as a common database that may be shared by District staff, School Board members, parents,
and members of the community who are interested in the quality of education and Anchorage student
success.

Discussion: The Anchorage School District is a public school district serving the community of
Anchorage, Alaska. As such, it is charged with providing a quality educational program to all the
youth of the community, regardless of background. The District provides a comprehensive program to
students in grades kindergarten through twelve.

The District is a dependent tax supported entity, deriving most of its operating budget from the State of
Alaska and from local property tax revenue provided through the Municipality of Anchorage. As a
public entity, the District has an obligation to assess the results of its efforts and to publicly report the
degree to which it meets the goal of providing a good education to every student. This report is one
element in the efforts of the Anchorage School District to be publicly accountable for its performance.

The Profile of Performance focuses on student achievement and other outcome indicators of student
success. It does not address all student outcomes. The report provides information on academic
achievement across the regular education programs available to Anchorage students. It does not include
information on the social or physical wellness of students.

The District and schools’ budgets and expenditures are only given as information items. The fiscal area
is reviewed with the Board and public through an extensive budget deliberation process and monthly
reports of expenditures. Parents and members of the public are encouraged to take an active role in the
budget process and review School District goals and priorities. An outside audit of the District's fiscal
matters is conducted each year and reported to the Board and public. The District budget on the fiscal
performance of the Anchorage School District is available from the Office of Business Management.

The School Board sets performance goals in a number of areas each year. One section of this report
provides an analysis of the success the District has had in meeting academic goals. Some goals relate
to increasing parental and community awareness of the critical role families play in the academic
success of students. The complete report of the school responses of what is happening to meet these
goals at elementary, middle, high school, and Districtwide levels is available from Community
Relations Office of the Anchorage School District, 4600 DeBarr Avenue, Anchorage, AK (907) 269-2450.

Staff attitudes, morale, and public sentiment toward the District are formally measured on a periodic
basis using questionnaires and survey techniques. Informal assessments of community and staff attitudes
are made constantly through normal interactions among staff members, parents, Board members, and
members of the community. A more formal assessment is done as part of the school report card process a't
the end of the school year which gives every parent, student in grades 3-12, and staff member the
opportunity to express their opinions about District performance. This report includes a discussion of
parent, student, and staff satisfaction for the District as a whole. Individual program reports are
included in School Report Cards which are available at the local school.

This report is divided into four major sections. The first section provides an overview of District
performance on critical achievement indicators. The second examines the Districtwide performance of
students by their ethnic group membership. The third examines the satisfaction of students, parents,
and staff with Anchorage programs. The fourth section provides profiles for each school in the District
with information on staff and student characteristics as well as achievement.
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The Profile of Performance is organized around the presentation of a series of questions and answers.
The questions identify the topics which are reviewed, the answers provide overviews of the findings
relative to the topic. Discussion sections examine the detailed data which support the responses in the
answer sections.

The Profile of Performance is available from the Public Affairs Office of the Anchorage School
District, 4600 DeBarr Avenue, Anchorage, AK (907) 269-2132. Selected information from the profile
will be available through the Anchorage School District world-wide web site in early November.
Specific questions on the content of the document should be referred to the Anchorage School District
Assessment and Evaluation Department at (907) 269-2211.
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Question: What student outcome measures are reviewed in the profile of the Anchorage School
District? ' i

Answer: Outcome measures reviewed in this document include norm referenced basic skills
achievement tests, locally developed curriculum referenced tests, locally developed performance
assessments and the ACT and SAT results for those graduating seniors who elected to take college
entrance exams. Grades and credits earned for secondary students, attendance patterns and drop out
information are also included. Several demographic descriptors and trends which describe the 1996-97
student population are reviewed prior to the outcome measures to provide a picture of the Anchorage
School District environment.

Discussion: Anchorage School District performance is examined from several perspectives.  First, the
demographic characteristics of the students served in the District in 1996-97 are reviewed. Data is
presented on the composition of the student body in terms of ethnicity, grade level, and participation in
programs for students with special needs. Student mobility and continuity are discussed. Economic
levels of the students are briefly described. This demographic profile provides a background for
interpreting the outcome indicators which are presented later in the report.

The primary indicator of academic achievement used in 1996-97 is a norm referenced measure of basic
skills. The 1992 California Achievement Tests (CAT/5) were administered to students in grades 3-11
in March 1997. The tests were administered to all students who were enrolled with two exceptions:
Non-English speaking students who were in the District less than three years and special education
students with Individual Education Plans (I.E.P.) which specifically exclude norm referenced testing.
Other students may have missed the test period due to absences. The CAT tests include basic skill tests
in reading, mathematics, and language arts. Students in grade 3 are tested in Word Analysis,
Vocabulary, Reading Comprehension, Spelling, Language Mechanics, Language Expression,
Mathematics Computation, Mathematics Concepts and Applications. Students in grades 4-11 are tested
in Vocabulary, Reading Comprehension, Spelling, Language Mechanics, Language Expression,
Mathematics Computation, Mathematics Concepts and Applications, and Study Skills. All students in
grades 3-11 are also tested in Science and Social Studies. Individual tests are available for inspection
at the Anchorage School District Assessment and Evaluation Office. Students are tested in grades 3
through 11 to monitor the year-to-year growth of all students and provide an annual objective measure
of performance to parents.

The State of Alaska adopted the California Achievement Test 5, Survey Battery (CAT) as the required
measure for the Alaska Statewide Student Assessment Program in 1995-96. A study of the CAT tests

reported in the 1995-96 Profile of Performance indicated that Anchorage teachers and curriculum
specialists found more than 90 percent of CAT items in reading, language arts, and mathematics to be
consistent with Anchorage curriculum goals and instruction.

Norm referenced tests like the CAT use multiple choice questions to measure basic skills in reading, the
mechanics of writing, and mathematics. The tests provide an objective, standardized measure which
allows reliable comparisons of performance between groups of students on changes in basic skill
performance over time. The tests allow the comparison of Anchorage students with a national sample
of students tested in 1991 and the tracking of changes in Anchorage performance on a consistent measure
over time.

Performance on Anchorage Curriculum Referenced Tests (CRTs) developed by Anchorage teachers and
Assessment and Evaluation staff are also included in this report. The CRTs have been used and revised
since the 1970s to assess areas where important aspects of the Anchorage curriculum are not adequately
addressed by the norm referenced tests. In 1996-97, samples of Anchorage students in grades 3, 6, and 8
completed CRT assessments in science. Grades 5, 7, and 10 participated in the Statewide Writing
Assessment. The Jamestown Assessment Unit which combines instruction and assessment was
administered at grade 4. A new social studies assessment with a performance activity was field tested
at grade 8.
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New measures that supplement the multiple choice CAT tests are entering the process of development.
Like the Jamestown Unit and the 8th grade social studies performance assessments, these measures
directly link student performance to Anchorage instruction and call for demonstrations of the ability to
apply knowledge and produce high quality work that shows mastery of the skills needed for school
success. Classroom assessments keyed to K-6 Science kits will be piloted in 1997-98 and new Health
CRT tests are in the first stages of development.

Grades and credits earned are direct indicators of the extent to which students are meeting the
expectations of teachers. The grade point averages and grade distributions allow a comparison of
success versus expectation. Grades and credits also identify those subjects which are the most difficult
for students to master. Grade retention provides a comparison of achievement versus minimum
expectations at the elementary and mid-levels. High school credits earned show the success of students
as they move from grade 9 to graduation. The increased graduation requirements and soon to be
developed Alaska graduation examination makes objective assessment of secondary student progress an
items of special interest. '

Attendance and drop out information are indirect indicators of student attitudes and their interest in
school. High absence and drop out rates are indicators of alienation and the failure to provide
programs which engage the interests of students. Students who miss a great deal of school do not benefit
from the instruction which is offered. Dropping out is indicative of a total failure of the school-student
relationship. While the choice of not going to school is always in the hands of the student and family,
the reasons behind that choice may be endemic within the system.

i8




Anchorage School District: Profile of Performance ..........ccccceeruvesivucisisinsieceisneeneenennnn 1996-97

Question: What are the demographic characteristics of the student population served by the
Anchorage School District in 1996-97?

Answer: The 1996-97 school year was a growth year for the District in terms of overall enrollment.
Over 47,900 students enrolled in Anchorage schools in September 1996. Our student population in 1996-
97 was at an all time high, up almost 100 students from 1995-96 and 1,600 students over 1992-93.

The growing ethnic diversity of the Anchorage student population is a reflection of the changing
Anchorage community. The majority group in the District continues to be White. Students whose ethnic
background is other than White account for an increasing portion of the overall District population,
equating to 32 percent of the total population in 1996-97. This compares to a minority student
membership of just over 28 percent of the population in 1992-93.

Anchorage is characterized by its mobility. One in five of the students served by the District entered or
left one or more District schools after September 30, 1996; i.e., moved into or out of a school during the
school year. Better than 45 percent of the students served in 1996-97 were new to their schools that
year. These transience and mobility figures are similar to those for the District over the past several
years indicating a continuing pattern of high mobility. The national mobility rate for 1994-95 was. 16.1
percent.

Three out of ten of the District's elementary students were eligible for subsidized lunches due to low
family income. This proportion (30.8%) is slightly below the 33.2% in 1995-96 but still substantial.

The District's population includes several thousand students with special needs. Gifted students,
learning disabled students, mentally retarded students, and others with specific identified' needs are
included in Tables 5 and 6. This diversity of needs of the District's population was recognized and
addressed by the Anchorage School District during 1996-97 through a variety of special programs.

Discussion: Table 1 provides a five year review of the membership in the District at the beginning of
the school year broken down by racial-ethnic group. This is a snapshot view including every student
enrolled in a District school on either September 30 or during October of the year shown. The
information in the table shows that:

The 1996-97 school year saw more than 47,900 students enrolled at the beginning of the year. This
figure was an all time high, and demonstrated growth of over 1,600 students from 1992-93.

The non-White population composed over 32 percent of the total student population and is growing. In
1992-93, non-Whites made up about 28 percent of the total population. In 1996-97, non-Whites
accounted for 32 percent of the District's student population. All non-White racial-ethnic populations
have grown both in absolute numbers and as a portion of the District's student population over the past
five years. The District's White population also grew from 1992-93 through 1993-94. It declined by
about 1,000 students between 1993-94 and 1996-97. Among the racial-ethnic minority groups, the
American Native group which includes Alaska Native students has demonstrated the most growth,
moving from just under 9.8 percent of the total population in 1992-93 to 11.3 percent of the total
population in 1996-97. ‘
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Table 1

Anchorage School District
Beginning of Year (September 30) Membership 1992-93 through 1994-95
(Estimated Ratio Ethnic Breakdown)

Beginning of Year (October 2) Membership 1995-96
Beginning of Year (October 21) Membership 1996-97
(Actual Ethnic Breakdown)

American Asian/

Year Data Type Native Pac. Islander Black Hispanic White Total
1996-97 Number 5,392 3,558 4,182 2,233 32,546 47,911
Percent 11.3% 7.4% 8.7% 4.7% 67.9% 100.0%
1995-96 Number 5,203 3,341 4,104 2,123 33,070 47,841
Percent 10.9% 7.0% 8.6% 4.4% 69.1% 100.0%
1994-95 Number 4,977 3,143 4,217 1,898 33,374 47,609
Percent 10.5% 6.6% 8.9% 4.0% 70.1% 100.0%
1993-94 Number 4,706 2,999 4,231 1,772 33,524 47,232
Percent 10.0% 6.3% 9.0% 3.8% 71.0% 100.0%
1992-93 Number 4,539 2,820 3,978 1,595 33,305 46,237
Percent 9.8% 6.1% 8.6% 3.4% 72.0% 100.0%

Stability of the student population is examined through the data in Tables 2 and 3. Table 2 examines
within year stability and Table 3 examines year-to-year continuity. The stability indices in Table 2,
labeled "% in One Sch.,” represent the portions of the total enrollment for the given sub-group and year
that remained in a single school from the end of the first month of school through the end of the school
year. The continuity indices in Table 3, labeled "% in Same Sch.,” are the portions of the enrollment,
again presented as percentages, that continued in the same school from the end of one school year to the
beginning of the next school year. These data show a notable degree of mobility in the District.
American Native students seem particularly prone to move during the school year with one in three of
the American Native students enrolled in the District in 1996-97 moving into or out of a school after
September 30, 1996. The mobility patterns for racial-ethnic groups have been relatively consistent over
the past five years.

Student exposure to curriculum and the éontinuity of the process of learning has a substantial effect an
student achievement. Students who move, particularly students who move between schools with
inconsistent expectations and programs, have problems catching up. This is an increasing problem across
the United States where about 17 percent of school age children move each year (Bureau of Census,
1995) and a continuing problem here in Anchorage.

Table 4 presents the portion of the elementary student population participating in the free or reduced
price lunch program. This variable is a pseudo-indicator of the socio-economic condition of the
District's population. It indicates that approximately one-third of the District's elementary students
are eligible for free or reduced price lunch.
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Table 2

Anchorage School District
‘ Stability Rates of Students
in One School September 30 through End-of-Year

American Asian/

Year Data Type Native Pac. Islander Black Hispanic White Total
1996-97 Number* 6,143 3,844 4,599 2,511 34,638 51,735
% in One Sch.** 66.8% 81.2% 74.3% 73.5% 82.9% 79.6%
1995-96 Number 5877 3,622 4,456 2,340 35,200 51,495
% in One Sch.  66.3% 79.3% 71.7% 73.9% 82.0% 78.7%
1994-95 Number 5,753 3,404 4,577 2,133 35,608 51,475
% in One Sch.  65.2% 79.6% 71.5% 72.2% 81.4% 78.2%
1993-94 Number 5,414 3,216 4,596 1,998 35,797 51,021
% in One Sch.  65.1% 82.0% 71.9% 73.0% 81.7% 78.7%
1992-93 Number 5,222 3,036 4,404 1,815 35,646 50,123
% in One Sch.  66.2% 81.4% 72.1% 71.3% 81.7%" 78.9%

* "Number" is the total count of students who attended an Anchorage School for one or more days in the year.
** "% in Same Sch.” is the percent of the count who started the school year (enrolled on September 30) in the same
school in which they finished the previous year.

Table 3
‘ Anchorage School District
Continuity Rates of Students
Beginning in Same School as Previous Year
American Asian/
Year Data Type Native Pac. Islander Black Hispanic White Total
1996-97 Number* 6,143 3,844 4,599 2,511 34,638 51,735
% in Same Sch.** 46.6% 52.7°/o 48.7°/o 47.9°/o 57.4% 54.5°/o
1995-96 Number 5,877 3,622 4,456 2,340 35,200 51,495
% in Same Sch. 51.3% 57.7% 52.8% 50.7% 59.0% 57.1%
1994-95 Number 5,753 3,404 4,577 2,133 35,608 51,475
% in Same Sch. 48.4% 60.1% 52.5% 51.1% 59.6% 57.4%
1993-94 Number 5,414 3,216 4,596 1,998 35,797 51,021
% in Same Sch. 49.7% 58.2% 51.3% 50.1% 59.7% 57.4%
1992-93 Number 5,222 3,036 4,404 1,815 35,646 50,123
% in Same SCh 49.2% 57.0% 49.2% 52.6% 58.5% 56.4°/o

* "Number" is the total count of students who attended an Anchorage School for one or more days in the year.
** "% in Same Sch.” is the percent of the count who started the school year (enrolled on September 30) in the same
school in which they finished the previous year.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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Table 4

Anchorage School District
Elementary
Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information

Number of Number of * Percent of
Children Children from Children from
Year Enrolled Low Income Families = Low Income Families
Sept. 30
1996-97 26,771 8,256 30.8%
1995-96 27,709 9,203 33.2%
1994-95 27,725 7,961 28.7%
1993-94 27,593 7,724 28.0%
1992-93 27,717 7,662 27.6%

*

Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program. That
program is not offered at the high school level.

Low income is not a cause of low achievement but it is a strong and consistent correlate. Low income is a
factor which creates stress in families and reduces the resources that are available for health care,
nutrition, and a host of other factors that affect the ability of the student to make use of educational
opportunities and reach high levels of achievement. In some Anchorage schools two out of three
students qualify for free or reduced price lunch.

The number of Anchorage students that have recognized "special needs” are enumerated in Table 5.
This table shows the number of students active at the end of 1996-97 who had been identified as having
special needs. Table 6 shows the special programs population for the District over the past five years.
Some of these students benefit from more than cne program and may be counted more than once.
Anchorage offers a comprehensive program to meet the needs of students who need special support and
the overall numbers have grown in most areas over the past five years.

Q2
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Table 5

Anchorage School District
‘ Special Need Population, 1992-93 to 1996-97

Active Membership at End of School Year

Areas of Need Number of Students
96-97 95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93

Mentally Retarded 261 248 253 252 243
Specific Learning Disability 4 587 4,466 4,434 4,239 4,010
Emotionally Disturbed 420 362 362 368 343
Orthopedically Handicapped 32 37 39 39 42
Speech Impaired 1,347 1,268 1,287 1,273 1,418
Visually Impaired 20 17 14 12 10
Health Impaired 152 121 106 111 91
Hard of Hearing 107 114 117 111 91
Deaf 39 39 44 47 42
. Deaf-Blind 1 2 2 3 3
Multi-handicapped 229 220 207 188 191
Developmental Delayed 274 - 235 267 238 264
Traumatic Brain Injury 28 25 20 10 5
Autism 53 36 28 20 12
Gifted 2,247 1,960 2,072 2,066 1,765
@
23
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Table 6
Anchorage School District

Five-Year Special Programs Population
Active Membership at End of School Year

Areas of Need Number of Students
96-97 95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93
Bilingual
"A" or "B" (Totally or 2,418 2,165 2,300 1,956 1,701
Dominant Non-English)
"C" (Low Achievers) 409 328 451 462 412
Migrant Eligible Students 540 350 227 382 395

(Actually receiving service)

Title I/Chapter I Students

Targeted Assistance Schools 327 924 933 963 870
Schoolwide Programs 4,475 2,513 1,029 253 952
Homeless Program 1,073 1,102 1,048 649 985
Neglected and Delinquent 222 120 197 183 131

Indian Education Tutoring/ 2121 2,029 2,212 2,400 2,373
Counseling Students

The Bilingual and Title I programs deserve special note. More and more students come to Anchorage
who are new to the United States or have limited proficiency in English. This places special demands
on these students who must struggle with mastering reading, writing, and communication skills as well
as subject area content. The increase in Title I numbers reflects a changing model of service delivery
which extends support to all students within eligible low income schools.

The demographic information examined in Tables 1 through 6 shows that the Anchorage School
District provides a variety of services to a large number of students from differing backgrounds. These
students are mobile, represent the entire economic spectrum, and possess a diversity of educational
needs. To accommodate this diversity, the District's program must be both flexible and varied. The
portion of this document which profiles individual schools suggests that the process of providing a good
education for each child takes into account the differences in demographics which exist among the
various parts of Anchorage.

10
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Question: How did Anchorage students do on the norm referenced tests administered in March of
19977

Answer: The three key indicators of basic skills achievement on nomm referenced tests are scores of
Reading, Language Arts, and Mathematics. The Anchorage average scores in all three areas are above
the national average 50th percentile for grades 3 through 11. Reading is basic to success in all
educational areas and includes both vocabulary and comprehension. Anchorage scores range from the
58th percentile at grade 11 to the 64th percentile at grades 4 and 7. Total Language Arts items focus an
the mechanics of writing and recognition of errors. Anchorage scores range from the 51st percentile at
grade eleven to the 67th percentile at grade five. Mathematics items focus on basic math operations
and problem solving. Anchorage scores range from the 63rd percentile for grades 3, 5, and 11 to the 69th
percentile at grade 4. More than 29,000 students took the California Achievement Tests (CAT) in 1997.

The strong overall performance of Anchorage students is reflected in the distribution of scores shown in
Table 11. When compared to the national sample, Anchorage has more than the expected 25 percent of
the students with scores in the top quartile, 75th percentile to 99th percentile, and fewer than the
expected 25 percent of the students in the lower quartile in all of the grades 3 - 11. For those who
completed all of the sections of the CAT tests the percentage of students in the top quartile at each
grade are 37.5%, 39.7%, 40.7%, 40.6%, 37.5%, 37,5%, 41.2%, 40.0%, and 36.5%. The proportion of
students in the lowest quartile is smaller than expected with 18.6%, 13.7%, 14.0%, 14.0%, 15.1%, 14.7%,
14.1%, 16.9%, and 19.1%.

These scores paint a picture of strong performance across the grades with most Anchorage students doing
well when compared with what would be expected based on a sample of students from across the United
States. This does not, however, mean that all Anchorage students are doing well. Having 15 to 20
percent of our students with scores below the 25th percentile at each grade means that hundreds of
students at each grade level must struggle to keep up and master their day-to-day academic work. In
third grade Reading, for example; 17.9 percent below the 25th percentile translates into 670 students
who are reading well below grade level.

Discussion: Table 7 shows the average performance of students in grades 3 through 11 on the Total
Reading, Total Language Arts, Total Mathematics, and Total Battery scores of the California
Achievement Tests. More than 90 percent of the students were tested in each of the areas and the scores
represent a valid cross-section of English speaking students in the regular education program. Scores in
all of the basic skills areas are above the national average of the 50th percentile. The individual
grade level performance on the Total Battery scores range from the 60th percentile to the 67th
percentile. The overall 3-11 grade CAT Total Battery score for Anchorage is at the 64th percentile.

Table 8 shows the average scores on the two sections of the CAT test which are combined to produce the
Total Reading score: Vocabulary and Reading Comprehension. The CAT Vocabulary test emphasizes
understanding words within context and, Reading Comprehension includes both the direct recall of
specific facts and making inferences based on knowledge gained through reading. Anchorage students
are consistently better than the national average of 50 on both Vocabulary and Comprehension.
Comprehension performance ranges from the 59th to the 66th percentile and Vocabulary ranges from
the 55th to 64th percentile. '

Table 9 shows the average scores on the two sections of the CAT test which are combined to produce the
Total Language Arts score: Mechanics and Expression. The Mechanics test measures the ability to
recognize violations of the rules of good punctuation. Expression asks students about the best way to
construct sentences and choose effective language to express ideas. Grade 3 Mechanics is one of the few
areas where Anchorage students are below the national average. The Mechanics scores across the
grades range from the 48th percentile to the 69th percentiles. Language Expression scores range from
the national average of 50 at eleventh grade up to the 64th percentile at grade 5. The Language Arts
total scores range from the 51st to the 67th percentile. Language Mechanics shows improvement overall
from last year.

11
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Table 10 shows the average scores on the two sections of the CAT test which are combined to produce
the Total Math score: Math Computation and Math Concepts and Applications. The Math
Computation test focuses on the basic math operations and checks the ability to manipulate numbers.
The Math Concepts and Applications test examines some of the concepts which underlie computation
and includes multi-step problems where students determine the appropriate operations and apply them
to information presented through a story problem or table. Anchorage students are above the national
average in both Computation and Concepts and Applications at every grade. The Math Computation
scores range from the 52nd to the 66th percentile. The Math Concepts and Applications scores range
from the 61st to the 73rd percentile. Concepts and Applications scores are slightly higher than
Computation scores reflecting the Anchorage emphasis on problem solving and application across the
curriculum. The Total Math scores are above the 63rd percentile at every grade. The Total Math scores
range from the 63rd to the 69th percentile.

This is the second year that all students in grades 3 through 11 have taken CAT tests in Science, Social
Studies, Spelling, and Study Skills. The CAT Science and Social Studies tests ask students to read
materials taken from those content areas, to apply concepts, and to analyze and organize information.
The Study Skills test includes analysis of research materials, charts, and graphs. The spelling test
calls on students to identify common words that are correctly or incorrectly spelled. Anchorage students
may not have been exposed to some of the factual information included on these tests and they may not
match our common modes of instruction but our students should have generally mastered the skills
needed to do well on these tests.

Tables 15 and 16 present the CAT Science and Social Studies information along with past scores for
samples of students who were tested on similar ITBS/TAP tests. Anchorage performance is well above
the national average at all grades on both tests. Science scores ranged from the 53rd to the 76th
percentile with performance above the 60th percentile in six of the nine grades tested. Social Studies
performance ranged from the 57th to the 67th percentile with performance at or above the 60th
percentile in eight of the nine grades tested. The CAT Science and Social Studies scores are higher at
some grades and lower at others. These differences might be attributed to differences in test content and
match with our curriculum. Overall, the Science and Social Studies scores in Anchorage continue to be
well above the national average.

Tables 17 and 18 present the CAT Spelling and Study Skills scores. Spelling scores are generally close to
the national average of 50 and range from the 46th percentile at grade 11 to the 58th percentile at
grade 4. Scores are above the national average at seven of the nine grades tested. In Word Analysis,
Grade 3 students scored at the 54th percent. Study skills scores range from the 49th percentile to the
67th percentile. Study Skills scores are above national average in seven of the eight grades tested and
above the 60th percentile in three of the grades. Spelling continues to be an area of relative weakness
for Anchorage students but has improved over last year.

Reading, Language Arts, and Mathematics are the basic skill areas that are keys to academic success in
school. The overall performance of Anchorage students in these areas is consistently above the national
average. Students have been able to do-as well or better an the CAT which has been judged by the
District staff to be generally consistent with our curriculum and fair for our students. Overall, CAT test
scores are up over the scores of last year.

12
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Table 7
Percentile Rank Scores and
. Number of Students Tested
California Achievement Test Survey Battery 5 (CAT)
Spring 1997
Grade Total Total Total Total
Level Reading Language Arts Mathematics Battery
3 Percentile 63 55 63 61
Number Tested 3,751 3,726 3,739 3,688
4 Percentile 64 63 69 66
Number Tested 3,438 3,442 3,442 3,411
5 Percentile 62 67 63 67
Number Tested 3,569 3,578 3,570 3,541
6 Percentile 61 66 68 66
Number Tested 3,567 3,565 3,567 3,545
7 Percentile 64 60 66 ' 64
Number Tested 3,334 3,338 3,352 3,279
8 Percentile 63 57 64 64
Number Tested 3,050 ) 3,049 3,048 2,998
‘ 9 Percentile 62 58 67 65
Number Tested 3,047 3,051 3,048 3,027
10 Percentile 62 55 65 64
Number Tested 2,865 2,877 2,872 2,848
11 Percentile 58 51 63 60
Number Tested 2,344 2,348 2,346 2,322
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Table 8
Anchorage School District

Breakdown of CAT Reading Scores
by Sub-test Area ~ Spring 1997

Grade Reading Reading
Level Vocabulary Comprehension Total
3 Percentile 61 63 63

Number Tested 3,759 3,759 3,751
4 Percentile 64 61 64
Number Tested 3,443 3,447 3,438
5 Percentile 58 61 62
Number Tested 3,572 3,575 3,569
6 Percentile 55 64 61
Number Tested 3,571 3,570 3,567
7 Percentile 57 66 64
Number Tested 3,339 3,340 ) 3,334
8 Percentile 60 63 63
Number Tested 3,050 3,051 3,050
9 Percentile 55 64 62
Number Tested 3,049 3,051 3,047
10 Percentile 58 64 62
Number Tested 2,867 2,871 2,865
11 Percentile 56 59 58
Number Tested 2,346 2,352 2,344
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Table 9

Anchorage School District
. Breakdown of CAT Language Arts Scores

by Sub-test Area - Spring 1997

Grade Language Language Language
Level Mechanics Expression Total
3 Percentile 48 61 55

Number Tested 3,759 3,727 3,726

4 Percentile 61 62 63
Number Tested 3,451 3,445 3,442

5 Percentile 69 64 67
Number Tested 3,586 3,579 3,578

6 Percentile 67 63 66
Number Tested 3,567 _ 3,571 3,565

7 Percentile 66 53 60
Number Tested 3,345 3,347 3,338

8 Percentile 60 54 57
Number Tested 3,053 3,055 3,049
. 9 Percentile 57 58 58
Number Tested 3,052 3,052 3,051

10 Percentile 4 55 55
Number Tested 2,881 2,880 2,877

11 Percentile 52 50 51
Number Tested 2,348 2,350 2,348
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Table 10
Anchorage School District

Breakdown of CAT Mathematics Scores
by Sub-test Area —- Spring 1997

Grade Math Math Math
Level Computation Concepts & Applications Total
3 Percentile 62 61 63

Number Tested 3,750 3,752 3,739
4 Percentile 63 70 69
Number Tested 3,448 3,448 3,442
5 Percentile 55 67 63
Number Tested 3,576 3,570 3,570
6 Percentile 66 70 68
Number Tested 3,571 3,568 3,567
7 Percentile 64 64 66
Number Tested 3,354 3,361 3,352
8 Percentile 52 73 64
Number Tested 3,053 3,058 3,048
9 Percentile 63 ' 71 67
Number Tested 3,054 3,049 3,048
10 Percentile 60 70 65
Number Tested 2,880 2,875 2,872
11 Percentile 58 65 63
Number Tested 2,352 2,348 2,346
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Table 11
Quartile Distribution of
. Students' Individual Performances
CAT - Spring 1997
Grade Total Total Total Total
Level Reading Language Arts Mathematics Battery
3 Quartile 4 39.4% 31.7% 41.8% 37.5%
Quartiles 2 and 3 42.7% 46.1% 42.3% 43.9%
Quartile 1 17.9% 22.2% 15.9% 18.6%
4 Quartile 4 36.1% 37.6% 42.7% 39.7%
Quartiles 2 and 3 50.0% 47.1% 42.9% 46.6%
Quartile 1 14.0% 15.3% 14.4% 13.7%
5 Quartile 4 37.1% 41.0% 37.3% 40.7%
Quartiles 2 and 3 45.2% 46.3% 47.1% 45.3%
Quartile 1 17.7% 12.7% 15.7% 14.0%
6 Quartile 4 33.0% 41.0% 44.3% 40.6%
Quartiles 2 and 3 50.7% 45.6% 42.7% 45.4%
Quartile 1 16.3% 13.4% 13.0% 14.0%
7  Quartile 4 35.7% 34.5% 39.2% 37.5%
Quartiles 2 and 3 49.6% 47 .4% 47.3% 47 5%
‘ Quartile 1 14.7% 18.1% 13.5% 15.1%
8 Quartile 4 36.1% 29.5% 35.6% 37.5%
Quartiles 2 and 3 48.3% 52.7% 48.8% 47.8%
Quartile 1 15.6% 17.8% 15.6% 14.7%
9 Quartile 4 35.4% 32.6% 43.6% 41.2%
Quartiles 2 and 3 48.2% 49.7% 45.1% 44.7%
Quartile 1 16.3% 17.7% 11.3% 14.1%
10 Quartile 4 37.1% 29.9% 40.0% 40.0%
Quartiles 2 and 3 45.6% 48.7% 46.3% 43.2%
Quartile 1 17.3% 21.4% 13.7% 16.9%
11 Quartile 4 34.6% 24.2% 39.9% 36.5%
Quartiles 2 and 3 46.2% 53.2% 42.6% 44.4%
Quartile 1 19.2% 22.7% 17.6% 19.1%
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Table 12
Five-Year History '
Percentile Rank Scores
ITBS and TAP Reading Comprehension ~ Spring 1993 through Spring 1995 — Grades 4, 6, 8, and 11
CAT Total Reading - Spring 1996 through Spring 1997 — Grades 3 through 11

Year Data Type Gr3 Gr4 Gr5 Gr6 Gr7 Gr8 Gr9 Gr10 Gril
1996-97 Percentile 63 64 62 61 64 63 62 62 58

Number Tested 3,751 3,438 3569 3567 3334 3,050 3,047 2,865 2,344
1995-96 Percentile 63 64 63 61 64 63 60 66 58*

Number Tested 3490 3,551 3588 3,384 3208 3,171 2,607 2,263 1,996
1994-95 Percentile - 54 - 58 - 59 - - 61

Number Tested - 3,630 - 3,389 - 3,081 - - 2,242
1993-94 Percentile - 52 - 57 - 59 - - 60

Number Tested - 3,587 - 3,548 - 2,916 - - 2,117
1992-93 Percentile - 52 - 58 - 61 - - 58

Number Tested - 3,545 - 3,527 - 2,975 - - 2,154
*Does not include Dimond Higfh School

Table 13
Five-Year History
Percentile Rank Scores
ITBS Total Language Arts ~ Spring 1993 through Spring 1995 —~ Grades 4, 6, and 8
CAT Total Language Arts - - Spring 1996 through Spring 1997 - Grades 3 through 11

Year Data Type Gr3 _Grd _ Gr5 Gr6 Gr7 Gi8 Gi9 Gri0 Gril
1996-97 Percentile 55 63 67 66 60 57 58 55 51

Number Tested 3726 3442 3578 3,565 3,338 3,049 3,051 2,877 2,348
1995-96 Percentile 51 56 66 63 57 55 55 57 53

Number Tested 3496 3554 3,596 3,382 3,218 3,167 3,036 2,618 2,295
1994-95 Percentile - 54 - 57 - 62 - - -

Number Tested - 3,576 - 3,328 - 3,072 - - -
1993-94 Percentile - 52 - 55 - 62 - - -

Number Tested - 3478 - 3,524 - 2,847 - - -
1992-93 Percentile - 51 - 55 - 62 - - -

Number Tested - 3517 - 3,502 - 2921 - - -
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Table 14
Five-Year History
. Percentile Rank Scores
ITBS Mathematics Total & TAP Mathematics -- Spring 1993 through Spring 1995 -- Grades 4, 6, & 8
CAT Total Mathematics - - Spring 1996 through Spring 1997— Grades 3 through 11

Year Data Type Gr3 Gr4 Gr5 Gr6 Gr7 Gr8 Gr9 Gr10 Gril
1996-97 Percentile 63 69 63 68 66 64 67 65 63
Number Tested 3,739 3,442 3,570 3,567 3,352 3,048 3,048 2,872 2,346
1995-96 Percentile 62 62 61 67 64 62 66 66 63
Number Tested 3,500 3,585 3,581 3,381 3,199 3,154 3,042 2,615 2,319
1994-95 Percentile - 61 - 62 - 59 - - 62
Number Tested - 3,634 - 3,389 - 3,098 - - 2,260
1993-94 Percentile - 58 - 61 - 58 - - 60
Number Tested - 3,564 - 3,542 - 2,919 - - 2,126
1992-93 Percentile - 59 - 62 - 60 - - 63
Number Tested - 3,526 - 3,527 - 2,961 - - 2,155
Table 15
‘ Four-Year History
Percentile Rank Scores

Observed Performance for Sample on Science — Spring 1994 and 1995
CAT Science - - Spring 1996 through Spring 1997~ Grades 3 through 11

Year Data Type Gr3 Gr4d Gr5 Gr6 Gr7 Gr8 Gr9 Gr10 Grll
1996-97 Percentile 61 66 53 57 63 76 67 67 57
Number Tested 3,748 3,436 3,560 3560 3,354 3,061 3,050 2,863 2,318
1995-96 Percentile 59 62 53 56 64 76 68 69 56
Number Tested 3,484 3,565 3,548 3,377 3,208 3,165 3,044 2,622 2,327
1994-95 Percentile 72 - - 76 72 70 - - -
Number Tested 782 - - 696 1,429 1,724 - - -
1993-94 Percentile 65 74 - 67 64 71 - - -
Number Tested 866 875 - 580 294 1,013 - - -
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Table 16

Four-Year History
Percentile Rank Scores
Observed Performance for Sample on Social Studies — Spring 1994 and 1995
CAT Social Studies - - Spring 1996 through Spring 1997— Grades 3 through 11

Year Data Type Gr3 Gr4 Gr5 Gr6 Gr7 Gr8 Gr9 Gr10 Gr1l

1996-97 Percentile 61 61 65 60 65 64 67 63 57
Number Tested 3,738 3426 3556 3,552 3,355 3,057 3,046 2,862 2,313

1995-96 Percentile 60 57 66 60 64 61 67 65 60
Number Tested 3471 3563 3,544 3370 3,189 3,165 3,039 2,619 2,324

1994-95 Percentile 54 - - 65 60 61 - - -

Number Tested 656 - - 719 1,190 1,699 - - -
1993-94 Percentile 49 66 - 68 - 57 - - -

Number Tested 107 176 - 222 - 186 - - -

Table 17
Two-Year History
Percentile Rank Scores
CAT Spelling - - Spring 1996 through Spring 1997 — Grades 3 through 11 .

Year — Data Type Gr3 Gr4d Gr5 Gr6 Gr7 Gr8 Gr9 Gr10 Gri1l
1996-97 Percentile 52 58 54 51 50 49 52 50 46

Number Tested 3,764 3,449 3573 3575 3351 3,053 3,053 2,879 2,349

1995-96 Percentile 49 54 53 51 47 48 51 53 44
Number Tested 3500 3572 3,601 3389 3224 3,176 3,038 2,627 27299

Table 18
Two-Year History
Percentile Rank Scores :
CAT Word Analysis — Spring 1996 and Spring 1997— Grade
CAT Study Skills - - Spring 1996 and Spring 1997 — Grades 4 through 11

Year Data Type Gr3 Gr4 Gr5 Gr6 Gr7 Gr8 Gr9 Gr10 Gr1l
1996-97 Percentile 54 69 62 64 58 49 58 52 53

Number Tested 3,761 3,440 3,567 3,569 3,349 3,058 3,050 2,870 2,325

1995-96 Percentile 51 67 62 61 56 46 60 54 51
Number Tested 3500 3569 3584 3378 3,214 3,155 3,045 2,627 2,325
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Question: How well did the Anchorage School District meet School Board goals for 1996-97?

Answer: Anchorage teachers did well in helping students meet the rigorous achievement goals set
by the Anchorage School Board. Grade three reading performance is strong with seven out of ten
students at or above the 40th percentile in reading. Overall, spelling improved at all but two of the
grades and scores came up to meet the School Board goal. Overall performance was mostly up in other
academic areas for continuing students.

Discussion: The Anchorage School District’s Mission and Goals were as follows:
The mission of the Anchorage School District is to educate students for success in life.
Academic Excellence

We will increase academic excellence by emphasizing student achievement, developing respect for
diversity, maintaining quality staff recruitment and training, and maximizing opportunities for
lifelong learning.

* All students will acquire basic reading skills and strategies to read independently by the end of the
third grade.

Analysis of the third grade reading performance indicates that 72 percent of the third grade students
attained scores at the 40th percentile or greater. Other scores could be used as a break point or
definition of independent reading. If the 25th percentile was adopted as the minimum score required to
demonstrate independent reading performance rather than the 40th, 82 percent of the third graders
would have met or exceeded this criterion. With either criterion, 40th or 25th percentile, the majority
of the students have attained independent reading performance by the end of third grade. There are
many students, however, who have not using either criterion and who may require concerted efforts to
continue to develop the reading skills required in later schooling. Between 680 and 1,060 students have
not met the goal of being independent readers by the end of grade three.

* All students will show measurable success and increased achievement at each successive grade level
in math, reading, and writing conventions including spelling. This will be measured by, including, but
not limited to standardized tests.

Tables 19 through 24, show average performance for all students measured in Reading, Language Arts,
and Mathematics and those students who continued from 1995-96 to 1996-97, were measured. Both years
with California Achievement Test. The percentile ranking of the mean NCE score is shown for each
grade level and for combined groups. In the area of reading, six of nine grade levels posted identical
mean scores, two declined and one gained. Across the grade levels a one percentile decline was posted
(see table 19). If scores of students who were measured both years are compared, three groups posted
gains and five posted declined with a combined decline of one percentile in reading (see table 22).

Table 20 and 23 show gains in Language Arts, for seven grade levels with two declines and overall a
three percentile point gain. If continuing student scores are examined, gains were posted by three
grades, no change was observed for three grades and declines were posted for two. The overall change
was a positive two percentile points.

Examination of average scores posted in mathematics shows seven gains, one decline and one no change
when the data in table 21 is examined. There was an overall gain of two percentile points on average.
When graduating class groups are examined (see table 24) the scores show four gains, one no change and
three declines but an overall gain of two percentile points was posted.

These tables indicate that in Reading, the School Board goal of progress for all students was not
achieved. However the goal was achieved in Language Arts and Mathematics.
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Table 19
Comparison of Percentile Rank of Reading Mean NCE by
Grade for 1995-96 and 1996-97

Grade All All
Students Students
: 95-96 96-97
Third 63 63
Fourth 64 64
Fifth 63 62
Sixth 61 61
Seventh 64 64
Eighth 63 63
Ninth 60 62
Tenth 66 62
Eleventh 58 58
Combined 63 62
Table 20

Comparison of Percentile Rank of Language Arts Mean NCE by
Grade for 1995-96 and 1996-97

Grade All All
Students Students
95-96 96-97
Third 51 55
Fourth 56 63
Fifth 66 67
Sixth 63 66
Seventh 57 60
Eighth 55 57
Ninth 55 58
Tenth 57 55
Eleventh 53 51
Combined 57 60
Table 21

Comparison of Percentile Rank of Mathematics Mean NCE by
Grade for 1995-96 and 1996-97

Grade All All
Students Students
95-96 96-97
Third 62 63
Fourth 62 69
Fifth 61 63
Sixth 67 68
Seventh 64 66
Eighth 62 64
Ninth 66 67
Tenth 66 65
Eleventh 63 63
Combined 64 66

22 36




Anchorage School District: Profile of Performance .........cccccvveueeinreerenrrnnnnennenniernnieniien 1996-97

Table 22
‘ Comparison of Percentile Rank of Reading Mean NCE by
Graduating Class for 1995-96 and 1996-97
Class Grade Grade Percentile Percentile
95-96 96-97 Rank Rank
95-96 96-97
2005 3 4 65 66
2004 4 5 65 63
2003 5 6 64 63
2002 6 7 62 66
2001 7 8 67 65
2000 8 9 66 63
1999 9 10 62 64
1998 10 11 69 61
Combined 65 64
Table 23

Comparison of Percentile Rank of Language Arts Mean NCE by
Graduating Class for 1995-96 and 1996-97

Class Grade Grade Percentile Percentile

95-96 96-97 Rank Rank

95-96 96-97
‘ 2005 3 4 53 64
2004 4 5 58 69
2003 5 6 67 67
2002 6 7 64 62
2001 7 8 60 60
2000 8 9 57 60
1999 9 10 58 50
1998 10 11 60 54
Combined 60 62

Table 24

Comparison of Percentile Rank of Mathematics Mean NCE by
Graduating Class for 1995-96 and 1996-97

Class . Grade Grade Percentile Percentile

95-96 96-97 Rank Rank

95-96 96-97
2005 3 4 64 70
2004 4 5 64 65
2003 5 6 62 70
2002 6 7 68 68
2001 7 8 67 65
2000 8 9 65 69
1999 9 10 70 68
' 1998 10 11 70 66
Combined 66 68

¢
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® The cross-grade level spelling "Percentile Rank Score” will be increased by three percentile points
while maintaining or improving in all other areas.

The third academic goal for the District was in the area of spelling. The goal was a three percentile
gain across all grade levels. Again, two tables have been prepared, data for all students tested and
scores of the students assessed both in 199596 and 1996-97. The first table shows that seven grade
levels posted gains, one no change, and one decline. There was an overall gain of two percentile points.

The second table, which shows data for students measured both years. Three groups posted gains, two
show no change and three declines were observed. The overall or combined score in 1995-96 was 50th
percentile with the 1996-97 score being 53rd percentile. This indicates that for the continuing students
spelling score or average rose to meet the goal of 3 percentile point gain. These results for spelling are
both in the right direction when the combined scores are the issue. In one case the gain is 2 and the
other 3. The results are mixed but positive in the area of spelling.

Another positive indication of general improvement is the increase in Writing Mechanics shown by all
grade levels (see Table 28). The score reflects improvements in spelling as well as the other areas such
as grammar, capitalization and punctuation.

Table 25

Comparison of Percentile Rank of Spelling Mean NCE by
Grade for 1995-96 and 1996-97

Grade All All
Students Students
95-96 96-97
Third 49 52
Fourth 54 ) 58
Fifth 53 54
Sixth 51 51
Seventh 47 50
Eighth 48 49
Ninth 51 52
Tenth 53 50
Eleventh 4 46
Combined 50 52
Table 26

Comparison of Percentile Rank of Spelling Mean NCE by
Graduating Class for 1995-96 and 1996-97

Class Grade Grade Percentile Percentile
95-96 96-97 Rank Rank
95-96 96-97
2005 3 4 51 60
2004 4 5 56 55
2003 5 6 55 53
2002 6 7 52 52
2001 7 8 49 50
2000 8 9 50 54
1999 9 10 52 52
1998 10 11 55 48
Combined 50 53
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Supportive Learning Environment

We will establish a supportive learning environment by providing safe and caring schools which are
barrier-free, by promoting health and wellness, and by collaborating with other community agencies
where appropriate.

*  We will implement community-wide activities that will:

~focus on increasing parental and community awareness of the critical role families play in the
academic success of students.

The Joyce Epstein model for improving school-family-community connections, which has been adopted
by the Department of Education, has been introduced to secondary teams. The focus of the model is an
six major areas: parenting, communicating, volunteering, learning at home, decision making, and
collaborating with community. Through this model the District is making significant progress towards
accomplishing this goal and by reinforcing current practices and providing additional support and
training the goal can be attained.

The District inventoried the numerous activities currently happening in the areas of parenting,
communicating, volunteering, learning at home, decision making and collaborating with the community
at the elementary school, middle school, high school, and District levels. Substantial activities took
place in each area at each level.

These activities were planned during the 600 person Anchorage Education Summit and will continue an
during the 1997-98 school year. Representatives of all schools met to plan their activities with
community and business leaders.

-create positive community relations and ‘understanding of issues critical to the Anchorage School
District.

The District continued it’s Budget Review Team meetings with members of the community, PTA, and
District to review the 1996-97 budget and help departments compile a budget for the 1997-98 school
year.

* Every school will have at least one School/Business Partnership.

All schools in the Anchorage School District had at least one Business/School Partnership with a total
of 261 throughout the District. Numerous schools had more than one and King Career Center had the
largest number with a total of 18.

Two hundred and fifty-eight Business/School Partnerships will be continuing in the 1997-98 school
year. Two businesses closed their doors leaving only one partnership which was not continued. It
appears the partnerships are very strong.

A more detailed report on the attainment of non-academic goals was presented to the School Board an

August 18, 1997. A copy of Board Memo #10(97-98) is available from the Anchorage School District,
Community Education Department.

BEST COPY AVAILAB

3¢

25



Anchorage School District: Profile of Performance ..........cocoeeveeecceenneeeeireesscrsenenenieeenses 1996-97

Question: How well did Anchorage students perform on the Curriculum Referenced Tests
administered during the 1996-97 school year?

Answer: Curriculum Referenced Tests (CRTs) look beyond the national norm referenced tests to focus
on skills and performances which are important to the Anchorage curriculum and are not easily
measured on selected response (multiple choice) tests. These tests include items specifically selected by
Anchorage teachers and curriculum experts, student work products such as writing samples, and ratings
of actual student performances. In general, these tests try to go beyond simple factual recall to include
demonstrations of what students can actually do. Scores reflect the ability of students to meet the high
expectations of the Anchorage School District.

For 1996-97, the writing assessment continued with grades 5, 7 and 10 being assessed in late January.
This was done to be consistent with the Alaska Statewide Student Writing Assessment and to allow the
return of scored writing samples to teachers and students prior to the end of the school year. The scoring
process continued to utilize Anchorage teachers to evaluate papers and the same analytical scoring
technique which has been in use in Anchorage for the past six years.

To master a CRT test objective requires a minimum score of 70 percent correct on the items representing
the objective or a performance judged as meeting minimum acceptable performance at grade level.
Anchorage educators expect quality performance from students and ratings of mastery are hard to
achieve.

The percentage of objectives mastered generally falls below the 70 percent mastery expected. Social
Studies mastery was attained by 69.4 percent of the students. Science objective mastery reaches 55.3
percent.

Discussion: The performance levels of the samples of students tested during the 1996-97 are shown in
Tables 27 and 28. Data included in Table 27 reflect the objective referenced tests administered in spring
1996. For each test, the number of students tested, and test performance in terms of mastery levels are
provided.

In this analysis, a student was determined to have mastered an objective if the student correctly
answered 70 percent or more of the test items covering the objective. Since an objective was typically
measured by four items, either three or four correct responses were usually required to attain mastery.
The current mastery level was selected to obtain a low percentage of "false masters" or students who
were able to be certified as masters on the basis of guessing alone.

Various factors affect student mastery. The principal factor is the content of instruction and degree to
which individual teachers follow the Board approved Anchorage School District curriculum.

A Writing assessment was administered to samples of students in grades 5, 7 and 10 in January 1997.
Students were asked to provide an example of their writing in response to a prompt. Their works were
scored using a procedure called Analytic Scoring. This process produced scores for each paper in six
different areas:

¢ Ideas and Content * Organization
e Voice ¢  Effective Word Choice
* Sentence Structure *  Writing Conventions

Each paper was read and scored by two or more raters, usually teachers experienced with students at
that grade level. Scores assigned by raters range from one, the lowest score, to five, the highest score.
The average of the individual trait scores for the two readers of a single paper produced scores in the
range of one to five for each trait. Those averaged scores are reflected in the distribution of scores
provided in Table 28.
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Most of the samples were judged to be written at an average or above levels for all six traits for the 5th,
7th and 10th graders. These performances are higher than prior year's results, though no direct
comparison may be made since there was a change in the writing assignments as well as teams of scorers.

The score of three on the Writing Score Scale was chosen as significant because it was the score assigned
to a middle quality rated paper. As can be seen from Table 28, 62 percent or more of the students in
grades 5,7 and 10 were attaining this rating or higher on their writing samples.

Organization, the area which includes order in which ideas are presented, was the lowest rated area.

Voice is the sense of character of the author and is a strength for 5th, 7th and 10th grade students.
Word choice and voice were the strong areas for most students at grade 5. At grade 7 and 10, all areas
were identified as strengths with more than 70 percent performing at or above expectation: Ideas and
Content, Organization, Voice, Effective Word Choice, and Sentence Structure except for the 7th grade
organization percentage of 63.6%. Writing Conventions and Organization were the weakest areas.

Overall, the CRT performances of the students tested in 1996-97 ranged from low to satisfactory.
Writing performance continues to be a highlight though from 9 percent to 40 percent of the students are
performing below expectation in one or another of the areas assessed across the grades. The
improvement in Writing Conventions is consistent with the strong CAT performance in Total Language
Arts and the improving performance in CAT spelling. The Writing Assessment performance in
Organization is special area of concern.

Writing performance scores for 1996-97 may have been affected by changes to the Alaska Statewide
Writing Assessment process more than in years because of the increased volume of rural students papers
in the scoring process. In other words, there may have been an effect on our students due to the
comparison with others across Alaska, may have resulted in Anchorage student papers looking better
relative to the other papers read.

Performance on the draft science and social studies tests must be viewed carefully. These are tests in
progress which will continue to be refined over the next year. Initial performance, however indicates
our students are coming close to the overall 70% mastery standard in the multiple choice areas though
they are still far from the desired 70% in the performance areas where they must apply what they
know. Practice and instruction will improve their performances.
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Table 27
CRT Performance
‘ by Grade Level
Spring 1997
Less Greater
Number Than Mastery Than
Content Grade Tested Mastery Mastery
Science 8 506 44.7 32.0 23.3
Social Studies 8 360 30.6 40.0 294
Social Studies 8 305 55.5 23.9 20.7
Performance Form A
Social Studies 8 320 75.3 17.2 7.5
Performance Form B
Table 28
Percentage Distribution of Writing Scores
by Grade Level
CRT Testing
Spring 1997
‘ Meeting or
Number Below Exceeding
Grade Area Sampled Expectation Expectation
5 Ideas and Content 2,841 _ 291 70.6
Organization 39.8 60.0
Voice 19.5 80.4
Effective Word Choice 24.5 754
Sentence Fluency 30.3 69.6
Writing Conventions 30.2 69.6
7 Ideas and Content 2,374 28.8 71.2
Organization 36.3 63.6
Voice . 20.0 80.0
Effective Word Choice 29.7 4 70.3
Sentence Fluency 29.9 70.1
Writing Conventions 28.4 71.6
10  Ideas and Content 2,116 13.6 86.2
Organization 21.0 78.8
Voice 8.6 91.2
Effective Word Choice 10.6 89.1
Sentence Fluency 13.1 86.6
‘ Writing Conventions 15.7 84.0
29
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Question: What does the Integrated Language Arts and Social Stuidies Grade 4 Jamestown
performance assessment unit show?

Answer: Anchorage is just starting in the development of assessments of student's performance an
actual classroom tasks that are integrated into the instructional process. Initial results from our first
integrated instruction and assessment unit show that while substantial numbers of Anchorage students
are able to demonstrate the skills they need to perform important academic tasks, a number of students
still need to improve.

The Jamestown Assessment Unit pilot test was continued by seventeen teachers and schools in Spring
1997. It demonstrates that an integrated instructional unit can generate consistent information on how
well Anchorage students have mastered skills such as listening, map making, reading, cataloguing
information, and writing.

The baseline data collected from the pilot test showed that not all students are able to do what must be
done to be successful in language arts and social studies. The initial findings suggest that we should
continue to take a close look at areas such as listening skills and the ability to edit and improve written
work.

Discussion: The Jamestown Assessment Unit was developed to be taught toward the end of the third
quarter of fourth grade. It provides a rich and interesting introduction to the English colonization of
North America. It is supported by a discussion in the grade four textbook. Additional background
materials for teachers include curriculum materials provided by the Center for Social Studies Education
at UCLA. Assessment activities for students include materials provided by the National Park Service
and Jamestown Historical Park.

The specific skills assessed were identified as important by teams of teachers who worked to identify
what students should know and be able to do in Social Studies and Language Arts at the end of grade 4.
These teachers emphasized the selection of skills beyond those measured on standardized tests with
simple fact oriented multiple-choice questions. They suggested that we focus on skills such as listening,
speaking, writing, and complex problem solving related to the specific content areas. Specific language
arts and social studies tasks were developed by the Assessment and Evaluation Department working in
conjunction with Curriculum Coordinators, Teachers, and University of Alaska Research Assistants.

The performance tasks students do demonstrate the skills that are needed for success in school. Students
engage in the same type of work that they are called upon to perform as part of their every day
learning and are graded based on the quality of their performance relative to expectations developed
for all students. Tasks are presented as part of integrated social studies and language arts lessons an
Jamestown.

The performance tasks included in the Jamestown Unit differ from every day class work in a number of
ways. Assignments are keyed to important skills which all students are expected to be able to perform.
Teachers are prepared and directed to present assignments to students in the same way so that all
students have an equal chance to demonstrate their skills. Work samples are observed, collected, or
recorded in a standard way by each student in their Jamestown Journal. Grading is done relative to a
common scale which is based on exemplary student work.

Teachers are asked to score student work using Districtwide standards. Samples of work are then
rescored by teams of trained evaluators including teachers familiar with our students. Scoring is

checked to make certain that it is consistent from student to student. Teachers are provided with
reports of their scores and the scores assigned by the trained scoring team.

AN
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Students learn a substantial amount of information about Jamestown and the early _relations between
English settlers and Native Americans. Students participate in a number of engaging individual and
small group activities over the course of four to six days. Teachers control the time schedule and are
free to do as much enrichment as they wish. Teachers are encouraged to be creative and to engage
students in learning. Pilot test teachers covered the unit in from 4 to 6 days and spent from 1 to 3 hours on
some of the integrated language arts/social studies lessons. Some individual lessons cover more than
one day and may include homework activities.

The first assessment element is a listening. Students are asked to listen carefully and write down the
information they will need to draw a map of Jamestown. The teacher reads a letter from a young
Virginia girl to a London friend which describes the developing settlement and some of the hardships
faced by a child. The number of correctly recorded physical features are counted. The correctly
identified features ranged from 0 to 21, which was converted to a scale score ranging from one to five
with three representing expected performance. Forty-nine percent of the students met or exceeded the
expected performance level.

The second assessment calls for map making skills. Prior information includes what was learned from
the listening assignment, a video and other text materials. To be judged proficient, the student must
producea map that includes a number of critical details as well as a completed legend, compass rose,
and title. Scale scores from one to five were assigned to the student performances. The score of three is
the expected level. Fifty-four percent of the students met or exceeded expectation in the map making
area.

The third assessment examines reading comprehension. Students read a series of short newspaper
articles. Successful students must integrate information from various articles to answer five multiple
choice questions and one open-ended short answer. More than seventy percent, half of the students were
successful in meeting or exceeding the expected performance of three on a five point scale. Twenty-four
percent of the students were able to attain a score of three or more on the open-ended item. Strong
performance on the multiple choice questions is consistent with grade four performance on the CAT tests.
The problem with integration and application of the information gained from reading in the short
answer question is a concern.

The fourth assessment calls for the individual to examine a picture of a Jamestown artifact and

complete an archeological catalogue entry. Eighty-six percent of the group had the expected score of
three or higher.

Groups of students then combined information from the catalogue entries and used their knowledge of
Jamestown to complete a group decision making assignment. Individuals then completed a sheet
supporting the group decision. Fifty-one percent were successful.

Students then participated in a writing assessment which called for writing an essay (79 percent
completed the essay), participated in a peer editing and revision session (85 percent were successful),
and produced a revised essay (79 percent successful). The revised essays were then scored for quality by
teachers and a trained ratter group. Rubric based scoring resulted in evidence that most students are
able to demonstrate the expected competence in writing.

There was about an overall 80 percent level of consistency between scoring by classroom teachers and
trained raters. Some teachers tended to give higher scores than others but among the trained raters
there was over 90 percent agreement about the scoring of student work.
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Table 29
Grade 4
‘ Integrated Performance Assessment
Language Arts and Social Studies
Assessment Area Number Below Meets Above
Expectation Expectation Expectation
Listening 314 52.2% 35.4% 14.0%
Map Making 328 46.0% 40.6% 13.4%
Reading/Analysis 328 26.8% 38.7% 34.4%
Multiple Choice
Reading/Analysis 271 76.0% 19.2% 4.8%
Written Response
Archeologist 347 13.7% 28.0% 58.4%
Group Process 326 48.5% 21.5% 30.1%
Writing Process 358 5.0% 7.0% 88.0%
Editing Process 328 30.8% 28.4% 40.9%
Ideas 327 36.7% 39.4% 23.8%
‘ Writing Conventions 328 38.7% 35.7% 25.6%
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Question: How well did Anchorage seniors perform on college entrance examinations in 1996-97?

Answer: Anchorage students who plan to go to college often take either or both of the national
college entrance examinations, the Scholastic Achievement Test (SAT) or the American College Testing
(ACT) program test. The SAT is more commonly required by colleges in the western United States and is
taken by more Anchorage graduates than the ACT. In 1996-97, Educational Testing Service reported scores
for 1,317 Anchorage seniors on the SAT, 57 percent of the graduating class. American College Testing
reported scores for 606 graduates on the ACT, 26 percent of the graduating class. The tests are voluntary and
only reflect the performance of (mostly) college-bound students. Looking across the country, the percentage
of seniors taking college entry exams ranged from about 5 percent in Mississippi to 80 percent in
Massachusetts (Harvard Educational Review, 1995). The proportion of students taking the test has a
substantial affect on average scores.

Anchorage seniors do well on both the ACT and SAT. Performance is above the national average on both
tests and above the average of students from other Alaska schools. The Anchorage SAT averages of 522 an
Verbal, 527 on Mathematics, and 1,049 on SAT Total are above the national averages of 505, 511 and 1,016,
respectively. The ACT averages for Anchorage of 21.8 for English, 23.6 for Mathematics, and 23.1 for .
Composite are above the national averages of 20.3, 20.6, and 21.0 respectively, and above the average
scores for the rest of Alaska.

National scores have increased slightly over the past five years as have those of Anchorage. This may be
related to the increased number of test takers who report taking a core of college preparatory courses. ACT
scores for students who report having taken at least four years of English, three years of Mathematics,
three years of Social Studies, and three years of Natural Sciences show that the better prepared students
have scores which are about 12 percent higher (on average) than students without this core.

Anchorage students” above average ACT and SAT scores demonstrate the efficiency of the District’s
preparation program for college bound students. This preparation curriculum assists Anchorage students in
generally doing better on the exams than other students from within Alaska and students from across the
United States. The results provide strong evidence that our college bound students can and do receive a solid
education in the Anchorage School District.

When scores are compared with those of five years ago, an increase is seen for both Anchorage and the
United States. When compared with last year, the SAT and ACT English scores are down slightly. The
SAT Total is down from 1,056 to 1,059 and the ACT Composite is the same at 23.1. The proportion of
graduates taking the SAT has increased while the proportion taking the ACT has declined.

Discussion: Tables 30 and 31 provide the average ACT and SAT scores for the members of the class of
1997 who elected to take the tests. Over half of the Anchorage students elected to take one or both of the
college entry exams as high school juniors or seniors. These students indicate that their likely choices of
colleges are the University of Alaska Anchorage or public schools in Washington or Oregon.

Table 30 presents the Scholastic Achievement Test (SAT) results for 1996-97. Anchorage students average
score of 522 in Verbal was above the national average of 505 and above the average of 519 for the rest of
Alaska. The Mathematics score of 527 was above the national average of 511 and the average for the rest
of Alaska of 510. The Total Score of 1,049 was above the national average of 1,016 and the average for the
rest of Alaska of 1,029. The SAT scale has a standard deviation of 100.

Table 31 presents the American College Testing Program, ACT, results for 1996-97. Anchorage students’
average score of 21.8 in English is above the national average of 20.3 and the average for the rest of Alaska
of 19.2. The Anchorage Mathematics average of 23.6 is above the national average of 20.6 and the average
for the rest of Alaska of 19.7. The Composite average of 23.1 is above the national average of 21.0 and the
average for the rest of Alaska of 19.4. These differences are positive and notable though they are not large.
Numerically, the standard deviation on the ACT is only 4.5 points
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ACT and SAT achievement above that of the nation has been the pattern for Anchorage over the past 10
years. Tables 32 and 33 show the ACT and SAT scores since 1992-93. The proportion of students taking the
college entrance examinations has increased over the years with the percent taking the SAT being
relatively stable in the 50 percent to 57 percent range and students taking the ACT increasing from about 20
percent to about 30 percent of graduating seniors.

The increase in the popularity of the ACT over recent years may reflect an increased interest in the
University of Alaska for Anchorage students. The University of Alaska Anchorage is now the most
frequent college choice reported by our Anchorage students.

Table 34 is based on information about college preparation supplied by students when they take the ACT
test. Students report the courses they have taken and ACT compares scores of those who have completed
the college preparation core, four years of English and three years or more for each of math, social science
and natural science, and those who have not. Anchorage students score higher than the comparable
national groups for both the groups. The students who have completed the core classes do better than those
who have not completed the core. New Anchorage graduation requirements coming into effect for the

"Class of 2000" will likely increase the number of students who have completed the academic core in the
future.

The College Board, Educational Testing Service, and American College Testing are careful in cautioning
users of college entry test scores that data is based on a self-selected group of students which does not reflect
the ethnic, cultural, and income characteristics of the student population as a whole. Anchorage college-
bound students who take these tests do well. They out perform the national average and the average for
the rest of Alaska. We can infer from these results that the Anchorage academic program provides an
education with enough rigor and quality that our students who take these tests are prepared to meet the
challenges they will face at college.
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Table 30
Anchorage School District _
‘ Average (Mean) SAT Scores by Geographic Region
1996-97 Seniors
Geographic Number Average SAT Scores
Region Tested Verbal Mathematics Total

Anchorage 1,317 522 527 1,049
Alaska (Excluding 1,958 519 510 1,029

Anchorage)
Alaska (Including 3,275 520 517 1,037

Anchorage)
Nation 1,127,021 505 511 1,016
Standard Deviation = 100

Table 31
Anchorage School District
Average (Mean) ACT Scores by Geographic Region
‘ 1996-97 Seniors
Geographic Number Average Enhanced ACT Scores
Region Tested English Mathematics Composite

Anchorage 606 21.8 23.6 231
Alaska (Excluding 1,583 19.2 19.7 19.4

Anchorage)
Alaska (Including 2,189 19.9 20.8 21.0

Anchorage)
Nation 959,301 20.3 20.6 21.0
Standard Deviation = 4.5
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Table 32

Anchorage Performances on
the Scholastic Achievement Test (SAT)
1992-93 through 1994-95
Estimated Scores 1995 Recentered Scale*
1995-96 and 1996-97 Recentered Scores

Anchorage
Graduates Anchorage National
Taking the SAT Average Scores Average Scores
Year Number Percent Verbal Math Total Verbal Math Total
1996-97 1,317 57% 522 527 1,049 505 511 1,016
1995-96 1,250 55% 527 529 1,056 505 508 1,013
1994-95 1,157 54% 528 528 1,056 504 506 1,010
1993-94 1,144 53% 512 513 1,025 499 504 1,003
1992-93 1,204 55% 517 513 1,030 500 503 1,003

*Scores converted using software provided by the College Board.

Table 33

Average (Mean) American College Testing (ACT) Scores by Sub-test Area
Anchorage Seniors
1992-93 through 1996-97

Anchorage
Graduates Enhanced Average ACT Scores
_Taking the ACT National
Year Number Percent English Math Composite Composite

1996-97 606 26% 21.8 23.6 23.1 21.0
1995-96 681 30% 22.0 22.7 23.1 209
1994-95 690 32% 219 224 22.8 20.8
1993-94 612 28% 218 21.9 22.6 20.8
199293 630  29% 218 21.9 22,6 20.7
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Table 34
Anchorage School District )
‘ Average ACT Scores by Level of

Academic Preparation
Anchorage - Nation
1996-97 School Year

Anchorage Nation

Content Area Group Number Tested  Average = Number Tested  Average
English  Core or More * 365 23.1 566,141 21.5
Less than Core 227 19.8 361,947 18.6
Math Core or More * 365 254 566,141 21.8
’ Less than Core 227 20.9 361,947 18.7
Reading  Core or More * 365 25.1 566,141 225
Less than Core 227 22.1 361,947 195
Science Core or More * 365 24.0 566,141 22.1
Less than Core 227 21.1 361,947 196
Composite Core or More * 365 245 566,141 221
Less than Core 227 21.0 361,947 19.3

Notes:
* Core: English - 4+ years; Mathematics - 3+ years; Social Science -- 3+ years; Natural

Sciences -- 3+ years
** 62 percent of Anchorage ACT test takers reported having completed an academic core.
60 percent of the national group of test takers reported having completed an academic core.
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Question: What is the relationship between family economic status and student achievement?

Answer: While there is no simple causal relationship between family economic status and
achievement, there are many factors which relate family economic status to school success. Families
with more money have more to spend on books and experiences which enrich the intellectual life of
children outside of school. Students from affluent families often have the experience of pre-school,
have private places to study, and have access to books and computers. Poverty tends to reduce prenatal
care and other health care. School programs that serve students in less affluent areas may have more
barriers to overcome.

Discussion: Tables 35, 36, 37, and 38 show a clear pattern in the CAT Total Reading, Total Language
Arts, Total Mathematics, and Total Battery scores for those students who qualify for free or reduced
lunch prices. Average scores for students eligible for free lunch range from the 32nd to the 45th
percentile depending on grade and test area. Average scores for students eligible for reduced price
lunches range from the 44th to the 61st percentile. Average scores for students not eligible for free and
reduced lunch range from the 61st to the 75th percentile. While individual students on free or reduced
lunch may score at any level, the relation of low family income and lower achievement forms a
persistent and obvious pattern.

School profiles presented in a later section of the report show that some Anchorage schools have
substantial numbers of children who are being raised in poverty. This is one of the many problems
affecting students which makes the process of education more difficult.

Tables 39 and 40 show the percentage of students eligible for free and reduced price lunch in each
Anchorage elementary and middle level school. The percentage of students ranges from less than 5
percent in the most affluent areas to over 90 percent in the least. Twenty-four of our elementary schools
now have at least one child in three on free and reduced lunch and the proportion is more than one in
two in eleven schools.

While the Anchorage School District is making a substantial effort to enrich and support children and
schools impacted by poverty through Even Start, Title I, and the District’s own under-achieving
schools initiative; the problem remains substantial. The differences in academic achievement for
students and heavily impacted schools are notable and a continuing challenge.

ol
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Table 35
CAT Total Reading Scores
by Lunch Eligibility Status
Spring 1997
Grade Not Eligible Eligible for Eligible for
Level Information for F/R Lunch Reduced Lunch Free Lunch
Grade 3 Percentile 70 50 39
Number Tested 2,681 227 843
Grade 4 Percentile 70 54 40
Number Tested 2,482 244 712
Grade 5 Percentile 69 49 36
Number Tested 2,590 237 742
Grade 6 Percentile 66 49 36
Number Tested 2,744 191 632
Grade 7 Percentile 68 49 36
Number Tested 2,592 174 568
Grade 8 Percentile 66 50 38
Number Tested 2,495 149 436
Table 36

CAT Total Language Arts Scores
by Lunch Eligibility Status

Spring 1997
Grade Not Eligible Eligible for Eligible for
Level Information for F/R Lunch Reduced Lunch Free Lunch
Grade 3 Percentile 61 44 32
Number Tested 2,672 223 831
Grade 4 Percentile 68 53 40
Number Tested 2,482 243 717
Grade 5 Percentile 73 60 45
Number Tested 2,593 241 744
Grade 6  Percentile 71 52 42
Number Tested 2,744 191 630
Grade 7 Percentile 65 45 32
Number Tested 2,595 171 572
Grade 8 Percentile 61 45 33
Ngmber Tested 2,468 _ 147 _ 434
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Table 37
CAT Total Mathematics Scores
‘ by Lunch Eligibility Status
Spring 1997
Grade Not Eligible Eligible for Eligible for
Level Information for F/R Lunch Reduced Lunch Free Lunch
Grade 3 Percentile 68 53 41
Number Tested 2,680 223 836
Grade 4 Percentile 75 61 45
Number Tested 2,489 243 710
Grade 5 Percentile 69 53 41
Number Tested 2,588 240 742
Grade 6 Percentile 74 50 45
Number Tested 2,745 191 631
Grade 7 Percentile 70 53 40
Number Tested 2,605 174 573
Grade 8 Percentile 67 50 36
Number Tested 2,469 150 429

‘ Table 38

CAT Total Battery Scores
by Lunch Eligibility Status

Spring 1997
Grade Not Eligible Eligible for Eligible for
Level Information for F/R Lunch Reduced Lunch Free Lunch
Grade 3 Percentile 67 45 35
Number Tested 2,651 217 820
Grade 4 Percentile 72 55 39
Number Tested 2,470 243 698
Grade 5 Percentile 73 54 40
Number Tested 2,570 236 735
Grade 6 Percentile 71 50 38
Number Tested 2,731 191 623
Grade 7 Percentile 67 47 32
Number Tested 2,558 169 552
Grade 8 Percentile 66 47 32
. Number Tested 2,430 146 422
) . 43 T8
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Table 39

Free and Reduced Price Lunch - Elementary School
End-of-Year 1997

Number of Number of Percent of
Children Children from Children from
School Enrolled Low Income Families * Low Income Families *

Abbott Loop 504 132 26.2%
Airport Heights 342 147 43.0%
Alpenglow 550 34 6.2%
Baxter 488 144 29.5%
Bayshore 509 50 9.8%
Bear Valle 488 23 4.7%
Birchwoo 357 46 12.9%
Bowman 667 82 12.3%
Campbell 539 88 16.3%
Chester Valley 331 122 36.9%
Chinook 570 166 29.1%
Chugach Optional 271 17 6.3%
Chugiak Elementary 632 115 18.2%
College Gate 451 157 " 34.8%
Creekside 399 176 44.1%
Denali’ 501 159 31.7%
Eagle River 438 116 26.5%
Fairview'? 440 371 84.3%
Fire Lake 450 76 16.9%
Girdwood 118 9 7.6%
Government Hill! 326 180 55.2%
Homestead 529 25 . 4.7%
Huffman 476 14 2.9%
Inlet View 261 50 19.2%
Kasuun 602 123 20.4%
Kennedy' 347 179 51.6%
Klatt 539 168 31.2%
Kincaid 487 62 12.7%
Lake Hood 473 100 21.1%
Lake Otis 532 201 37.8%
Mt. Spurr 298 39 13.1%
Mt. View' 419 381 90.9%
Muldoon’ 416 275 66.1%
North Star'? 463 340 73.4%
Northern Lights 364 18 4.9%
Northwood 401 148 36.9%
Nunaka Valley 374 169 45.2%
Ocean View 403 40 9.9%
O’'Malley 574 18 3.1%
Orion 636 222 34.9%
Ptarmigan' 346 200 57.8%
Rabbit Creek 504 43 8.5%
Ravenwood 445 13 2.9%
Rogers Park 611 94 15.4%
Russian Jack' 420 269 64.0%
Sand Lake 569 71 12.5%
Scenic Park 577 97 16.8%
Spring Hill 593 127 21.4%
Susitna 674 , 159 23.6%
Taku® 457 206 45.1%
Tudor 591 206 34.9%
Tumagain 432 : 118 27.3%
Tyson : 370 310 83.8%

rsa Major' 429 180 42.0%
Ursa Minor' 256 126 49.2%
Williwaw' 565 415 73.5%
Willow Crest® 506 202 39.9%
Wonder Park’ 483 291 60.2%
Gladys Wood 575 138 24.0%
Polaris 266 9 3.4%
TOTAL 27,634 8,256 29.9%
* Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.
! - Title] ?_ Even Start * - ASD Under-achieving _
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Table 40

Free and Reduced Price Lunch - Middle Le{rel
‘ End-of-Year 1997

Number of Number of Percent of
Children Children from Children from
School Enrolled Low Income Families * Low Income Families *

Benson/Search 96 27 28.1%
Central 753 228 30.3%
Clark! 879 460 : 52.3%
Denali (Montessori) 35 6 17.1%
Girdwood 26 2 7.7%
Gruening 1,021 100 9.8%
Hanshew 1,286 121 9.4%
Mears 1,126 192 17.1%
Polaris 228 ] 2 9%
Romig” 571 179 31.3%
Steller 298 1 .3%
Wendler 1,129 261 23.1%
Total 7,448 1,579 21.2%

* Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.

! - Title ] ? _ Even Start ? - ASD Under-achieving
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Question: What is the relationship between student achievement and the length of time a student
has been enrolled in the Anchorage School District?

Answer: Students who are more stable tend to do better than students who move. This assertion is
bom out through the examination of Tables 41, 42, 43, and 44 which compare CAT performance of
students who are in their first or second year in Anchorage schools with those continuing students who
are in their third or fourth year or have had five or more years with the District. The average scores
of students new to Anchorage are below the average of those who have been with us for a few years. It
is also generally the case that those who have been in Anchorage schools five or more years do better
than those who have been here for only three of four years.

Students who come to Anchorage are at or above the national average by the time they are tested in the
spring of their first or second year. Average scores for all Anchorage students in Reading range from the
58th percentile to the 64th. New students scores range from the 51st to the 63rd.

The pattern of higher scores in Reading, Language Arts, Total Mathematics, and the Total Battery
supports the argument that students who have continued exposure to the Anchorage curriculum and to
instruction provided by Anchorage teachers do well. Students who are in their third or fourth year do
better than students in their first or second year, and students who have been here five or more years do
best of all.

Discussion: Tables 41, 42, 43, and 44 show the same pattern of higher performance in Reading,
Language Arts, Mathematics, and the Total Battery scores for Anchorage students who have had longer
tenures in the Anchorage schools. The tables do not examine the relationship between mobility within
Anchorage and achievement. Bilingual students who do not speak English may be excluded from CAT
testing for their first three years in an English speaking school. Exclusion of these students from the
first and second year group and inclusion of these students in the third and fourth and fifth year and
more groups has an impact on the Reading and Language Arts scores.

All of the third grade students who started with the District other than those who have been held
back or were enrolled in Special Education Pre-School programs are in their third of fourth year. The
third grade students who are in their fifth year are generally students who have been held back or
they are Special Education students who have an Individual Education Plan which includes
standardized testing. Most Special Education students who need academic support are excluded from
standardized testing. These students are assessed with instruments appropriate to their level of
development and their progress is tracked as part of IEP process. With an emphasis an the inclusion of
Special Education students in regular school activities, the number of Special Education students tested
on norm referenced tests has been increasing across the District.

The difference in percentile rank scores between new and continuing students ranges from -1 to +10 with a
median difference of about +5 percentile points. This is a notable difference in a District as large,
diverse, and mobile as the Anchorage School District. It is a reassurance that we here in Anchorage
may do it differently than it is done "outside,” but we are doing it in such a way that students who stick
with us are doing better (on average) than the students who come to join us. Reading and Mathematics
are the areas where the differences between new and ongoing students are the most notable suggesting
that the emphasis placed on those areas is paying off in higher achievement.

W\
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Table 41

Relationship of Tenure in District
and Norm-Referenced Test Performance

in Total Reading
Spring 1997
Grade _ Firstor Third or Fifth Year
Level Information Second Year Fourth Year or More Total
Grade 3* Percentile 59 66 45 63
Number Tested 580 2,854 317 3,751
Grade 4 Percentile 63 64 64 64
Number Tested 488 509 2,441 3,438
Grade 5 Percentile 58 60 62 62
Number Tested 478 418 2,673 3,569
Grade 6 Percentile 57 55 62 61
Number Tested 439 382 2,746 3,567
Grade 7 Percentile 55 62 65 64
Number Tested 428 351 2,555 3,334
Grade 8 Percentile 62 59 64 63
Number Tested 330 313 2,407 3,050
Grade 9 Percentile 61 61 62 62 ‘
Number Tested 328 292 2,427 3,047
Grade 10  Percentile 57 60 64 62
Number Tested 320 254 2,291 2,865
Grade 11  Percentile 51 51 60 58
Number Tested 213 215 1,916 2,344

*  The "third or fourth year" column includes some students who are actually in their fifth year, or

beyond. Students in grade 3 who have been enrolled for five or more years have been held back or
were identified as having special needs and enrolled in pre-school.
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Table 42
Relationship of Tenure in District
‘ and Norm-Referenced Test Performance
in Total Language Arts
Spring 1997
Grade First or Third or Fifth Year
Level Information Second Year Fourth Year or More Total
Grade 3* Percentile 54 58 36 55
Number Tested 572 2,837 317 3,726
Grade 4 Percentile 61 63 63 63
Number Tested 490 508 2,444 3,442
Grade 5 Percentile . 65 67 68 67
Number Tested 482 420 2,667 3,578
Grade 6 Percentile 61 61 67 66
Number Tested 437 382 2,745 3,565
Grade 7 Percentile 53 60 ' 61 60
Number Tested 429 350 2,559 3,338
Grade 8 Percentile 54 57 58 57
Number Tested 327 314 2,408 3,049
‘ Grade 9 Percentile 58 58 58 58
Number Tested 328 291 2,432 3,051
Grade 10  Percentile 52 53 56 55
Number Tested 321 255 2,301 2,877
Grade 11  Percentile 51 49 52 51
Number Tested 214 214 1,920 2,348

* The "third or fourth year" column includes some students who are actually in their fifth year, or

beyond. Students in grade 3 who have been enrolled for five or more years have been held back or
were identified as having special needs and enrolled in pre-school.
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Table 43
Relationship of Tenure in District

and Norm-Referenced Test Performance
in Total Mathematics

Spring 1997
Grade First or Third or Fifth Year
Level Information Second Year Fourth Year or More Total
Grade 3* Percentile 60 65 46 63
Number Tested 572 2,850 317 3,739
Grade 4 Percentile 65 68 70 69
Number Tested 487 510 2,445 3,442
Grade 5 Percentile 58 61 68 63
Number Tested 483 420 2,667 3,570
Grade 6 Percentile 64 63 70 68
Number Tested 440 382 2,745 3,567
Grade 7 Percentile 60 61 67 66
Number Tested 429 352 2,571 3,352
Grade 8 Percentile 56 61 65 64
Number Tested 328 312 2,408 3,048
Grade9  Percentile 65 6 68 67 '
Number Tested 328 290 2,430 3,048
Grade 10  Percentile 60 61 67 65
Number Tested 322 254 2,296 2,872
Grade 11 Percentile 55 62 64 63
Number Tested 213 217 1,916 2,346

*  The "third or fourth year" column includes some students who are actually in their fifth year, or

beyond. Students in grade 3 who have been enrolled for five or more years have been held back or
were identified as having special needs and enrolled in pre-school.
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Table 44
Relationship of Tenure in District
. and Norm-Referenced Test Performance
in Total Battery
Spring 1997
Grade First or Third or Fifth Year
Level Information Second Year Fourth Year or More Total
Grade 3* Percentile 58 64 41 61
Number Tested 563 2,814 311 3,688
Grade 4 Percentile 64 65 67 66
Number Tested 486 505 2,420 3,411
Grade 5 Percentile 63 66 67 67
Number Tested 475 416 2,650 3,541
Grade 6 Percentile 61 60 68 66
Number Tested 435 381 2,729 3,545
Grade 7 Percentile 56 62 66 64
Number Tested 424 344 2,511 3,279
Grade 8 Percentile 60 60 65 64
: Number Tested 321 309 2,368 3,279
‘ Grade 9 Percentile 64 65 65 65
Number Tested 326 290 2,411 3,027
Grade 10  Percentile 57 60 65 64
Number Tested 318 253 2,277 2,848
Grade 11  Percentile 53 56 61 60
Number Tested 212 213 1,897 2,322

* The "third or fourth year" column includes some students who are actually in their fifth year, or
beyond. Students in grade 3 who have been enrolled for five or more years have been held back or
were identified as having special needs and enrolled in pre-school.
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Question: What is the relation between transience during the school year and achievement?

Answer: It may be as hard on a student to change schools as it is for an adult to change jobs. It goes
beyond the loss of friends and the task of getting acquainted with a new teacher. Textbooks may be
different, the grading system may differ, and the curricular emphasis may not align with the prior school
even though the change may be from one Anchorage school to another.

Information on performance and mobility for 1996-97 is similar to that provided in past years. Students
who move during the year have notably lower scores in Reading, Language Arts, and Mathematics at all
grade levels than do students who have remained in one District school during the year.

Discussion: Tables 45, 46, 47, and 48 describe the differences in average performance for Total Reading,
Total Mathematics, Total Language Arts and Total Battery. In general, more than 10 percent of students at
a given grade level have made at least one change of schools during the year.

Reading scores range from the 37th to the 55th percentile for students who move. Scores for students who
stay in the same program for the year range from the 60th to the 65th percentile. In every case, “stable”
students have higher scores; the gap is ten or more percentile points for each grade level.

The same pattern holds true for Total Language Arts, Total Mathematics and Total Battery scores.
Students who move tend to have lower scores than students continuing enrollment in the same school.

The mobility of Anchorage students is one element which makes educating students more difficult. While
there are many factors beyond making a change of teachers and schools which may affect the test scores of
mobile students, the common element is the change of schools. Thousands of students must adapt to new
schools within Anchorage each year. Schools in which there is high mobility face a more difficult job than
schools where students are stable.
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Table 45

Relationship of Total Reading Performance
to Transience During School Year

Spring 1997
Grade Not
Level Information Transient Transient Total
Grade 3 Percentile 50 65 , 63
Number Tested 403 3,348 3,751
Grade 4 Percentile 55 65 64
Number Tested 384 3,054 3,438
Grade 5 Percentile 47 63 62
Number Tested 386 3,183 3,569
Grade 6 Percentile 46 62 61
Number Tested 307 3,260 3,567
Grade 7 Percentile 50 65 64
Number Tested 331 3,003 3,334
Grade 8 Percentile 44 65 63
Number Tested 318 2,654 2,972
Grade 9 Percentile 39 64 62
Number Tested 290 2,757 3,047
Grade 10  Percentile 43 64 62
Number Tested 271 2,594 2,865
Grade 11  Percentile 37 60 58
Number Tested 242 2,1_02 2,344
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Table 46
Relationship of Total Language Arts Performance
. to Transience During School Year
Spring 1997
Grade Not
Level Information Transient Transient Total
Grade 3 Percentile 43 56 55
Number Tested 400 3,326 3,726
Grade 4 Percentile 52 64 63
Number Tested 386 3,056 3,442
Grade 5 Percentile 54 69 67
Number Tested 389 3,189 3,578
Grade 6 Percentile 47 67 66
Number Tested 308 3,257 3,565
Grade 7 Percentile 40 62 60
Number Tested 331 3,007 3,338
Grade8  Percentile 39 60 58
Number Tested 319 2,652 2,971
Grade 9 Percentile 37 60 58
Number Tested 289 2,762 3,051
Grade 10  Percentile 33 58 55
Number Tested 274 2,603 2,877
Grade 11  Percentile 34 53 51
Number Tested 239 2,109 2,348
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Table 47

Relationship of Total Mathematics Performance
to Transience During School Year

Spring 1997
Grade Not
Level Information Transient Transient Total
Grade 3 Percentile 49 64 63
Number Tested 395 3,344 3,739
Grade 4 Percentile 55 70 69
Number Tested 385 3,057 3,442
Grade 5 Percentile 48 65 63
Number Tested 390 3,180 3,570
Grade 6 Percentile 51 70 68
Number Tested 309 3,258 3,567
Grade 7 Percentile 46 68 66
Number Tested 332 3,020 3,352
Grade 8 Percentile 44 66 64
Number Tested 313 2,657 2,970
Grade 9 Percentile 42 70 67
Number Tested 291 2,757 3,048
Grade 10  Percentile 43 68 65
Number Tested 269 - 2,603 2,872
Grade 11 Percentile 40 66 63
Number Tested 241 2,105 2,346
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Table 48
Relationship of Total Battery Performance
. to Transience During School Year
Spring 1997
Grade Not
Level Information Transient Transient Total
Grade 3 Percentile 47 63 61
Number Tested 390 3,298 3,688
Grade 4 Percentile 54 68 66
Number Tested 379 3,032 3,411
Grade 5 Percentile 50 68 67
Number Tested 383 3,158 3,541
Grade 6 Percentile 47 68 66
Number Tested 301 3,244 3,545
Grade 7 Percentile 45 66 64
Number Tested 313 2,966 3,279
Grade 8 Percentile 43 66 64
Number Tested 299 2,621 2,920
Grade 9 Percentile 40 68 65
Number Tested 282 2,745 3,027
Grade 10  Percentile 40 66 64
Number Tested 261 2,587 2,848
Grade 11  Percentile 36 62 60
Number Tested 233 2,089 2,322
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Question:  How do grades and credits relate to secondary school performan-ce in 1996-97?

Answer: Students in Anchorage are generally graded on a four point scale with a 2.0 grade point
average being the equivalent of a middle "C." Grades are the means by which teachers "pay" students
for their work. Grades may be given to encourage as well as reward and may reflect effort and attitude
as well as the quality of the work produced.

Anchorage high school grades are consistent with the above average basic skills performance measured
on the CAT. The average grades for 10,912 students who had one or more marks assigned during 1996-97
was 2.57 or "B-" About 58 percent of the grades given were marks of "A" or "B.”

Anchorage high school students attempted an average of 5.71 credits and earned an average of 5.09
credits. The average number of credits earned was 5.26 for grade 9 students, 5.11 for grade 10 students,
5.12 for grade 11 students, and 4.81 for grade 12 students. An Anchorage student requires 21 credits for
graduation. An Anchorage student graduating in 2,000 requires 24 credits for graduation.

Tables 49 and 50 reflecting the performance have been added this year to reflect District emphasis o
middle level education. While classes and grades do not have the same effect on matriculation that
they have in grades 9-12, they are a precursor of high school performance.

Examination of Tables 51 and 52 shows that there was a slight increase in high school credits
attempted and credits earned over the prior year. However, the relative number of low and
unacceptable grades remains high with more than 20 percent of the grades reflecting "D" or "F"
performance: Language Arts, 24 percent; Mathematics 30 percent; Science 27 percent; and Social Studies,
26 percent. Just over 10 percent of the grades earned are "Fs." There were more than 6,900 grades of "D"
and 6,700 grades of "F" received last year.

The Graduation Support Service Program was initiated during the 1996-97 school year. It is an after-
school program which allows students to make up credits that they did not earn during the regular day.
In addition, a summer program organized in the same manner as G.S.S. was initiated during the summer
of 1997. Both programs will be continued during the 1997-98 school year. In excess of 1000 students made
use of the service to make up required course work without falling further behind in their regular school

program.

Tables 49, 50, 51, and 52 show that most students are fully enrolled and moving forward. The overall
mean grade point average of 2.7 reflects that grades are generally higher in middle level than high
school. However, the rigor of the curriculum and the high expectations of teachers are reflected in rate
of "D” and “F” grades.

The negative relation between poor attendance and grades remains strong with a correlation above .5.
While many factors affect both grades and attendance, they are strongly linked with those students
who miss school regularly tending to earn lower grades.

Discussion: Tables 49, 50, 51, and 52 present the grades, credits attempted, credits earned, grade point
average, average absences and the correlation between grade point average and attendance for the
10,912 students who were issued report cards in 1996-97. The data is drawn from the District Student
Information System which contains transcript information for all secondary students. Averages and
standard deviations of average scores are presented to provide a sense of the range of scores. Two-
thirds of the scores are within one standard deviation above or below the average. The combination of
the 5.09 average credits earned grades 9-12 with the standard deviation of 1.41 shows that about two-
thirds of the students would be expected to have earned between 15 and 26 credits.
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The majority of students do, of course, earmn enough credits to graduate in four years. Students who fail
courses have opportunities to retake the classes and to gain the credits necessary to graduate. The
opportunity to complete the credits needed has increased over the past year. Students can now make-up
credits through summer school, extended day courses in their home schools after regular school hours,
and non-district alternatives such as the state correspondence program. Some students also continue into
a fifth year of high school.

Table 51 shows a strong secondary program with most students making adequate progress toward
graduation though the average of 5.09 credits earned is not sufficient to produce the 21 credits needed
for graduation for all students. Table 52 supports these averages by showing the number and percentage
of various letter grades earned during the year. From 10 to 14 percent of the grades earned are "F" with
over 1,300 students earning failing grades in Language Arts and 1,200 having failures in Mathematics.
While there are twice as many earning grades of "A" or "B" than "D" or "F", the pattern of more than
20 percent of our secondary students earning grades of "D" or "F" has remained consistent. Students who
earn such grades are not meeting the standards set by their teachers and are not demonstrating the level
of performance needed for success beyond high school.

The correlation between attendance and school success remains strong. It is stronger at high school than
middle level where more students make use of District transportation and attendance is higher.
Keeping students present and interested continues to be the first factor in success. '

It is important that we consider the experience of students who are failing and what must be done to
help and encourage them to do what they must be able to do for academic success. We will continue to

monitor the academic performance of Anchorage students as more rigorous course work is required in
secondary courses and students are confronted with increased graduation requirements.
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Table 49
Middle School Student
‘ Class and GPA Analysis
by Grade
Spring 1997
Data Type 7 8 7-8
Number of Students 3,384 3,093 6,477
Average Courses 6.80 6.79 6.80
Attempted
Average Courses 6.21 6.20 6.20
Earned
Mean Grade Point 2.75 2.72 2.73
Average
Average Absences 4.73 5.16 4.93
per Course
Absence - GPA -0.4439 -0.4251 -0.4346
Correlation
Table 50
Distribution of Attempted Classes and
Earned Marks by Area
Combined Grades 7- 8
Spring 1997
Total Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Students A B C D F*
Language Arts 7,154.25 29.81% 27.05% 20.29% 11.43% 11.42%
Mathematics - 6,548.75 24.25% 28.96% 22.37% 13.29% 11.15%
Science 6,336.75 25.89% 27.57% 22.29% 12.44% 11.82%
Social Studies 6,320.75 31.92% 25.97% 19.92% 11.38% 10.81%
All Courses 44,019.50 36.87% 26.55% 18.33% 9.54% 8.72%
‘ *Includes "F," "WF," and "L."
6%
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Table 51
High School Student
~ Credit and GPA Analysis
by Grade
Spring 1997
Data Type 9 10 11 12 9-12
Number of Students 3,138 3,021 2,511 2,242 10,912
Average Credits 591 5.89 5.68 5.22 571
Attempted
Average Credits 5.26 - 5.11 5.12 4.81 5.09
Earned
Mean Grade Point 2.54 2.42 2.63 2.76 2.57
Average
Average Absences 4.64 5.44 5.79 6.29 547
per Course
Absence - GPA -0.5575 -0.5503 -0.4882 -0.4656 -0.5013
Correlation
Table 52
Distribution of Attempted Credits and
Earned Marks by Area
Combined Grades 9 -12
Spring 1997
Total Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Credits A B C D F*
Language Arts 11,339.50 27.34% 27.68% 21.15% 12.05% 11.78%
Mathematics 9,096.25 18.40% 25.40% 26.24% 15.89% 14.07%
Science 8,516.00 22.30% 26.44% 24.07% 14.61% 12.59%
Social Studies 9,827.25 28.20% 24.61% 21.03% 13.04% 13.10%
All Courses 62,319.50 32.91% 25.31% 19.82% 11.13% 10.83%

*Includes "F," "WE," and "L"
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Question: What was the level of attendance for District students in 1996-97?

Answer: More students were attending Anchorage schools than ever before. Ninety-four percent of
the students were in school on the average school day of 1996-97. The rate of attendance was consistent
with that of prior years. Attendance has not been a systemic problem in Anchorage.

Discussion: ~Table 53 shows that overall attendance in Anchorage was good with an overall average
of 93.8 percent during the 1996-97 school year. Attendance in Anchorage schools has been about 94
percent for the past several years. Overall level of attendance is not a major problem area. While this
is a good attendance rate, it means there are between 2,500 and 3,000 students missing on the average
school day.

Table 53
Anchorage School District

Five Year History of District Wide Attendance
1992-93 through 1996-97

Average Daily Average Daily Percent
School Year Membership Attendance Attendance
1996-97 47,500.7 44,537.9 93.8%
1995-96 47,046.9 44,133.5 93.8%
1994-95 46,881.6 44,2353 94.4%
1993-94 46,712.1 43,934.6 94.1%
1992-93 45,878.9 43,009.3 93.8%
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Question: How many students dropped out of the Anchorage School District last year?

Answer: It is difficult to accurately assess the true number of dropouts because students frequently
leave school without giving their reason for leaving. Students who leave may enroll in another public
school system, a private school, a home-study program, or G.E.D. program without notifying District.
This is particularly true for students who complete a school year and do not reappear to enroll at the
start of the following year and other programs may not request records. If a student leaves and we have
no information, we consider the student to be a dropout.

Analysis of District records show that from 2.5 percent to 3.2 percent of Anchorage students have left
school during the school term each of the past five years with their last known intention being to
"dropout.” The figure for 1996-97 was 3.08 percent, which is similar to recent years.

The dropout patterns varied by racial-ethnic group. American Native students were more likely to
drop out than were students from other backgrounds. The next most likely group to drop out was
Hispanic students. White students were the least likely to drop out though in absolute numbers the 846
White dropouts account for more than half of the 1,594 school year dropouts. The drop out rates for
Asian and Black students increased from 1995-96 to 1996-97. Rates declined slightly for Native,
Hispanic, and White students.

Analysis of the enrollment pattern of the group of students who entered ninth grade in 1993-94 and
should have graduated with the class of 1997 indicates that about 14 percent of the students may have
dropped out of school over their expected four year high school career. Another 13 percent left over the
summer. In all, 63.4 percent of the students who started as freshmen in 1993-94 completed 12th grade in
Anchorage.

Discussion: A dropout is most often thought of as an individual who leaves school without obtaining
a high school diploma. When students leave school in Anchorage during the course of the school year,
the school registrar reports their reason for leaving using a set of standard District codes. Table 54 is
based on an analysis of students who left an Anchorage school during the school year and were coded as
dropouts by school registrars between 1992-93 and 1996-97. The table shows that the number of students
leaving is a small percentage of the Anchorage student body ranging from a low of 2.45 percent (1,230
students) in 1992-93 to a high of 3.17 percent in 1995-96. About 1,600 students have left school as
dropouts in each of the past three years.

Table 54 shows that among the racial-ethnic groups, American Native students are the most likely to
drop out during the school year. White students are the least likely to leave school as dropouts. Asian
and Hispanic groups show a pattern of increased numbers of dropouts over the past five years. The
drop-out rate for American Natives, Hispanics, and Whites declined from 1995-96 to 1996-97.

The identification of the actual number of dropouts is complicated by the fact that many students leave
the school district during the summer months and neither the students nor their parents report that
they are moving. Table 55 presents information on those students who entered high school as freshmen
in September 1993 and who, with normal matriculation, would have graduated with the class of 1996-
97.

There were 3,216 students who entered the freshmen class in September 1993. Of those 2,039, or 63.4
percent of the group, completed their senior year in Anchorage in 1996-97. There were 450, or 14 percent,
who were shown on the school records as dropouts. Another 300, or 9.3 percent, indicated that they
were transferring out of the Anchorage School District. Three students died and six students were
suspended from school and did not return. Four hundred and eighteen (418) students left during the
summer and did not indicate their intentions. Some of the 418 summer leavers may have been dropouts
who finished a school year but decided not to return to the Anchorage School District or any other
educational program the next year. Others may have enrolled in programs elsewhere. The 418 students
who left over the summer corresponded to 13 percent of the class of 1996-97.
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Tables 56 and 57 also examine the holding pattern of the District through high school. Table 56
reviews the class entering ninth grade in 1993 as to its mobility pattern for each year of high school.
Table 57 presents a five year historical perspective on transfer patterns, presenting the overall patterns
for the entering ninth grade classes in 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, and 1993.

The data in Table 56, the grade level review of the entering high school class in 1993, demonstrate an
increasing tendency to drop out with increased grade level (.8 percent dropped out during grade 9, 3.1
percent during grade 10, 5.7 percent during grade 11, and 8.3 percent during grade 12) coupled with a
decreasing likelihood to transfer from the District with increased grade level (3.7 percent transferred
in grade 9, 3.2 percent in grade 10, 2.5 percent in grade 11, and 1.2 percent in grade 12).

The tendency to "disappear” over the summer declined with grade level (5.7 percent leaving between
grades 9 and 10, 4.5 percent leaving between grades 10 and 11, and 4.0 percent leaving between grades 11
and 12). The summer leaving pattern is closer to the transfer pattern than to the dropout pattern,
suggesting, though not proving, that a large number of the summer leavers are in fact transfers who did
not report their move out of Anchorage.

The five-year history provided in Table 57 demonstrates a pattern of fluctuating holding power.
Dropout figures fluctuate up and down in the range of 13 to 15 percent. Similarly, summer leaving was in
the range of 12 to 13 percent. From 9 to 10 percent of each entering high school class transferred out of
the District during its anticipated four years in high school.

The dropout rates in Anchorage have not changed dramatically over the years, though the rate in
1996-97 was slightly lower than last year. The information on holding power suggests that several
hundred Anchorage students leave school each year without benefit of a completed program. Leaving
school without completing high school represents a total breakdown of the school-student interaction.
The dropout situation may be symptomatic of the alienation of a significant portion of the local
population from the educational activities in the schools.
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Table 54
Anchorage School District
‘ School Year Dropouts
1992-93 to 1996-97
Asian/
American Pacific

Natives Islanders Black Hispanics Whites Total

1996-97
Enrollment 6,143 3,844 4,599 2,511 34,638 51,735
Final Dropouts 374 114 165 95 846 1,594
Percent Dropouts 6.09% 2.97% 3.59% 3.78% 2.44% 3.08%

1995-96
Enrollment 5,877 3,622 4,456 2,340 35,200 51,495
Final Dropouts 475 106 157 94 899 1,631
Percent Dropouts 6.38% 2.93% 3.52% 4.02% 2.55% 3.17%

1994-95
Enrollment 5,753 3,404 4,577 2,133 35,608 51475
Final Dropouts 366 95 185 79 890 1,615
Percent Dropouts 6.36% 2.79% 4.04% 3.70% 2.50% 3.14%

1993-94
Enrollment 5414 3,216 4,596 1,998 35,797 51,021
Final Dropouts 384 70 162 81 841 1,538
Percent Dropouts 7.09% 2.18% - 3.52% 4.05% 2.35% 3.01%

1992-93
Enroliment 5,222 3,036 4,404 1,815 35,646 50,123
Final Dropouts 292 57 112 65 704 1,230
Percent Dropouts 5.59% 1.88% 2.54% 3.58% 1.97% 2.45%

=3
3
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Table 55

Anchorage School District
Four -Year Transfer Pattern
of Students in Grade 9
at Beginning of 1993-94 School Year
Ethrnic Group Patterns

Asian/
American  Pacific
Natives Islanders  Black Hispanics Whites Total

Beginning of Ninth 303 231 305 123 2,254 3,216
Grade Membership * 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Completed/ 156 158 163 61 1,501 2,039
Early Graduate 51.5% 68.4% 53.4% 49.6% 66.6% 63.4%
or still enrolled 6/96
Transfer Out 30 24 37 16 193 300
of ASD 9.9% 10.4% 12.1% 13.0% 8.6% 9.3%
Death of Student 0 0 0 0 3 3
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1%
Suspensions 0 1 0 1 4 6
0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.8% 0.2% 0.2% ‘
Drop Out 83 20 58 26 263 450
27.4% 8.7% 19.0% 21.1% 11.7% 14.0%
Summer Leavers 34 28 47 19 290 418
from Ninth Grade Cohort 11.2% 12.1% 15.4% 15.4% 12.9% 13.0%

*

Students enrolled on 9/30/93 were considered in school at the "Beginm‘ng of the Year"
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Table 56

‘ Anchorage School District

Four-Year Transfer Pattern
of Students in Grade 9
at Beginning of 1993-94 School Year
Grade Level Patterns

Grade Grade Grade Grade
Nine Ten Eleven Twelve Total
Beginning of Ninth 3,216 2,888 2,574 2,234 3,216
Grade Membership 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Completed/ 0 0 24 2,015 2,039
Early Graduate 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 90.2% 63.4%
Transfer Out 118 91 64 27 300
of ASD 3.7% 3.2% 2.5% 1.2% 9.3%
Death of Student 0 2 0 1 3
0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
Suspension 0 0 0 6 6
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.2%
Drop Out 27 90 148 185 450
‘ 0.8% 3.1% 5.7% 8.3% 14.0%
Summer 183 131 104 0 418
Leaver 5.7% 4.5% 4.0% 0.0% 13.0%
Continued 2,888 2,574 2,234 0 0
Enrollment 89.8% 89.1% 86.8% 0.0% 0.0%

*Students enrolled on 9/30/93 were considered in school at the "Bem'g of Year."

** Information on students continuing beyond four years were not available at the time of this report.
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Table 57

Anchorage School District
Four-Year Transfer Pattern
of Students in Grade 9
at Beginning of 1988-1989
through the 1992-93 School Year
Five-Year History

Class of: 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997
Beginning of Ninth Grade 2,769 2,731 2,975 3,156 3,216
Cohort Membership* 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Completed/ 1,807 1,716 1,845 1,949 2,039
Early Graduate/ 65.3% 62.8% 62.0% 61.8% 63.4%
or Still Enrolled in 6/96

Transfer Out 237 285 293 294 300
of ASD 8.6% 10.4% 9.8% 9.3% 9.3%
Death of Student 5 3 3 3 3
0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%

Suspensions 2 1 3 4 6
0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2%
Drop Out 376 356 447 499 450
13.6% 13.0% 15.0% 15.8% 14.0%
Summer 342 370 384 407 418
Leaver 12.4% 13.5% 12.9% 12.9% 13.0%

“Students enrolled on 9/30 were considered in school at the "Beginning of the Year.’
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Question: Do the performance patterns of the various ethnic-racial groups which make up the
Anchorage student population differ from overall District performance?

Answer: Yes. Since 70 percent of Anchorage students are White, this group dominates the statistical
average. There are substantial differences among the various ethnic groups with the White group
generally having higher average achievement scores, less mobility, and lower utilization of the free lunch
program.

Discussion: Several tables follow which examine the performances of the American Native (Tables 58
to 66), Asian/Pacific Islander (Tables 67 to 75), Black (Tables 76 to 84), Hispanic (Tables 85 to 93), and
White (Tables 94 to 102) ethnic racial groups. The tables provide a comprehensive collection of statistics
for each group.

Each set of tables follows the same organization. First, there are breakdowns of CAT performance including
average scores in Total Reading, Total Language Arts, Total Mathematics, and Total Battery for grades 3
through 11. There is then a summary of ITBS/TAP Reading, Language Arts, and Math scores from 1992-93
through 1994-95 in grades 4, 6, 8, and 11 and CAT performance including average scores in Total Reading,
Total Language Arts, Total Mathematics, and Total Battery for 1995-96 and 1996-97 in grades 3 through 11.

Test scores are followed by the number and percentage of elementary children from low income families, a
breakdown of secondary credits and grade point averages, a breakdown of secondary grades by subject area,
and annual counts of school year dropouts from 1991-92 through 1995-96.

The tables show that there is a substantial disparity among the groups on the academic and economic
indicators. Minority students on average have lower test scores. Minority students are twice as likely to be
from low income families. Average credit attainment for minority secondary students is below the 5.25
annual average needed to reach the 21 credits required for high school graduation.

A higher number of minority students earn grades of “D”"and “F.” More than 20 percent of the grades earned
by Black students in Language Arts, Math, Science, or Social Studies are "F.” And, dropout rates are
notably higher than the District average for Hispanic, American Native, and Black students.

There continues to be a substantial disparity among ethnic groups. Achievement differences are consistent
across grades, credits, and test scores. The groups are similar in the high proportion of minority students,
better than 40 percent of elementary students, qualify for free or reduced price lunch based on family income.

Heritage and ethnicity are not causes of lower test scores, grades, or credit attainment. Individual students
from all groups are present among Anchorage high achievers. Average group performance must, however,
be a concern and causes of differences deserve further exploration. The disparity in scores among Anchorage
students suggest that the effort must continue to help all children achieve academic success.
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Table 58

Anchorage School District
American Native

Total Reading CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile

Tested Rank

3 384 40

4 381 41

5 389 37

6 391 44

7 341 37

8 284 42

9 254 38

10 226 50
11 164 43

Table 59
Anchorage School District
American Native
Total Language Arts CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile

Tested Rank

3 380 31

4 384 42

5 393 45

6 391 47

7 349 35

8 285 42

9 254 39
10 228 42

_ 11 162 35 _
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Table 60
Anchorage School District
‘ American Native
Total Mathematics CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 382 46
4 382 49
5 393 46
6 392 54
7 353 47
8 280 45
9 253 49
10 228 56
11 164 45
Table 61
Anchorage School District
American Native
Total Battery CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade B Number Percentile

Tested Rank
3 375 36
4 375 41
5 387 41
6 389 47
7 336 36
8 272 40
9 250 42
10 225 50
11 161 40
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Table 62

Anchorage School District
American Native
Percentile Rank Scores Corresponding to
Average (Mean) NCE Scores
ITBS and TAP 1992-93 to 1994-95
CAT 1995-96 to 1996-97

Grade Area 96-97 —95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93
No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile

3 Reading 384 40 383 41

3 Language Arts 380 31 383 30

3 Mathematics 382 46 384 46

3 Total Battery 375 36 378 38

4 Reading 381 41 385 43 381 38 359 31 354 34

4 Language Arts 384 42 392 33 371 39 348 35 353 35

4 Mathematics 382 49 396 44 382 46 354 41 354 42

4 Total Battery 375 41 373 39

5 Reading 389 37 384 43

5 Language Arts 393 45 384 49

5 Mathematics 393 46 384 45

5 Total Battery 387 41 375 46

6 Reading 391 44 346 38 326 41 310 37 302 44

6 Language Arts 391 47 347 40 313 43 307 37 295 42

6 Mathematics 392 54 342 50 321 45 310 42 298 48

6 Total Battery 389 47 341 40

7 Reading 341 37 312 46

7 Language Arts 349 35 313 38

7 Mathematics 353 47 312 49

7 Total Battery 336 36 304 44

8 Reading 284 42 282 44 253 45 242 38 251 46

8 Language Arts 285 42 282 39 251 50 228 44 238 48

8 Mathematics 280 45 280 49 246 48 249 40 244 44

8 Total Battery 272 40 272 4

9 Reading 254 38 244 42

9 Language Arts 254 39 263 40

9 Mathematics 253 49 265 52

9 Total Battery 250 42 243 45

10 Reading 226 50 168 45

10 Language Arts 228 42 190 39

10 Mathematics 228 56 191 49

10 Total Battery 225 50 163 45

11 Reading 164 43 160 42 149 48 134 48 127 46

11 Language Arts 162 35 181 36 ‘

11 Mathematics 164 45 182 46 151 45 136 43 130 50

11 Total Battery 161 40 157 40
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. Table 63

Anchorage School District
American Native
Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information

Spring 1997
Number of Number of Percent of
Children Children from Children from
Year School Level Enrolled Low Income Families * Low Income Families *
1996-97 Elementary 3,357 1,204 35.8%
* Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.
- Table 64

American Native
Secondary Students
Credit and GPA Analysis
by Grade -- Spring 1997

‘ Data Type 9 10 11 12 9-12
Number of Students 268 247 176 169 860
Average Credits 5.92 5.81 5.53 5.11 5.65
Attempted

Average Credits 468 442 4.60 4.18 4.49
Earned

Mean Grade Point 2.04 1.93 2.26 2.30 211
Average

Average Absences 6.35 6.94 6.70 7.35 6.79
per Course

Absence - GPA -0.6523  -0.6174  -0.5900 -0.5453  -0.5942
Correlation
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Table 65

American Native
Distribution of Attempted Credits
and Earned Marks by Area
Combined Grades 9 -12

Spring 1997

Total Percent Percent Percent Perc§t= Percent

Credits A B C D F*
Language Arts 894.50 17.33% 22.97% 21.32% 14.28% 24.10%
Mathematics 680.00 11.88% 21.43% 25.85% 18.24% 22.61%
Science 639.50 12.08% 19.94% 24.86% 18.96% 24.16%
Social Studies 770.75 15.70% 19.95 22.83% 15.67% 25.85%
All Courses 4,859.00 21.70% 22.79% 21.37% 13.63% 20.50%
*Includes "F," "WF," and "L."

Table 66

Anchorage School District
American Native
School Year Dropouts
1992-93 to 1996-97

Final Percent
Year Enrollment Dropouts Dropouts
1996-97 6,143 374 ‘ 6.09%
1995-96 5,877 375 6.38%
1994-95 5,753 366 6.36%
1993-94 5,414 384 7.09%
1992-93 5,222 292 - 5.59%
52
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Table 67
Anchorage School District
‘ Asian/Pacific Islander
Total Reading CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 275 53
4 268 57
5 257 45
6 262 46
7 256 46
8 242 46
9 217 46
10 217 45
11 162 33
Table 68
Anchorage School District
Asian/Pacific Islander
Total Language Arts CAT Results
. Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile

Tested Rank
3 274 52
4 266 63
5 258 61
6 261 62
7 253 52
8 242 49
9 217 53
10 218 49
11 163 39
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Table 69
Anchorage School District

Asian/Pacific Islander
Total Mathematics CAT Results

Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 272 60
4 268 71
5 257 58
6 262 66
7 255 61
8 243 59
9 218 68
10 218 66
11 164 60
Table 70
Anchorage School District
Asian/Pacific Islander
Total Battery CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile

Tested Rank
3 272 55
4 266 64
5 256 56
6 260 58
7 251 52
8 242 52
9 217 ' 58
10 217 55

11 162 43
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Table 71

. Anchorage School District
Asian/Pacific Islanders '
Percentile Rank Scores Corresponding to
Average (Mean) NCE Scores
ITBS & TAP 1992-93 to 1994-95
CAT 1995-96 to 1996-97

Grade Area 96-97 95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93
No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile
3 Reading 275 53 262 56
3 Language Arts 274 52 262 51
3 Mathematics 272 60 261 64
3 Total Battery 272 55 260 58
4 Reading 268 57 245 50 223 48 216 43 205 43
4 Language Arts 266 63 241 53 224 59 214 54 205 50
4 Mathematics 268 71 242 59 223 63 - 215 57 208 56
4 Total Battery _266 64 238 54
5 Reading 257 45 247 46
5 Language Arts 258 61 247 61
5 Mathematics 257 58 247 61
5 Total Battery 256 56 247 57
6 Reading 262 46 245 48 219 47 200 54 210 50
. 6 Language Arts 261 62 247 58 217 55 201 el 209 54
6 Mathematics 262 66 243 64 222 59 203 65 215 61
6 Total Battery 260 58 242 57
7 Reading 256 46 223 48
7 Language Arts 253 52 221 50
7 Mathematics 255 61 221 62
7 Total Battery 251 52 218 54
8 Reading 242 46 226 51 228 49 165 49 201 49
8 Language Arts 242 49 226 51 229 60 168 59 198 61
8 Mathematics 243 59 225 64 229 58 169 59 200 64
8 Total Battery 242 52 225 57
9 Reading 217 46 184 43
9 Language Arts 217 53 217 49
9 Mathematics 218 68 216 67
9 Total Battery 217 58 182 54
10 Reading 217 45 140 45
10 Language Arts 218 49 171 46
10 Mathematics 218 66 173 62
10 Total Battery 217 55 139 50
11 Reading 162 33 148 38 167 42 162 45 175 48
‘ 11 Language Arts 163 39 188 42
11 Mathematics 164 60 193 61 173 58 162 57 175 66
11 Total Battery 162 ©43 145 47
79
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Table 72

Asian/Pacific Islander
Anchorage School District
Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information

Spring 1997
Number of Number of Percent of
Children Children from Children from
Year School Level Enrolled Low Income Families* Low Income Families *
1996-97 Elementary 2,029 527 25.9%

* Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.

Table 73

Anchorage School District
Asian/Pacific Islander
Secondary Students Credit

and GPA Analysis by Grade
Spring 1997
Data Type 9 10 11 12 9-12
Number of Students 251 240 186 192 869
Average Credits 5.95 5.93 5.78 5.42 5.79
Attempted
Average Credits 524 5.22 4.98 4.90 5.10
Earned
Mean Grade Point 2.69 2.64 2.52 2.70 2.64
Average
Average Absences 3.82 4.15 5.46 6.15 4.78
per Course ‘
Absence - GPA -0.6876  -0.6114  -0.6359  -0.6836  -0.6385
Correlation
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Table 74
Asian/Pacific Islanders
‘ Distribution of Attempted Credits
and Earned Marks by Area
Combined Grades 9-12
Spring 1997
Total Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Credits A B C D F*

Language Arts 937.00 33.80% 26.55% 17.40% 9.63% 12.62%
Mathematics 754.50 25.28% 23.00% 20.94% 15.71% 15.08%
Science 677.50 27.38% 27.56% 19.41% 12.21% 13.44%
Social Studies 785.00 32.17% 23.06% 18.22% 12.26% 14.30%
All Courses 5,030.75 37.45% 24.12% 16.59% 9.97% 11.86%

*Includes "F," "WE,” and "L."

‘ Table 75

Anchorage School District
Asian/Pacific Islanders
School Year Dropouts
1992-93 to 1996-97

Final Percent
Year Enrollment Dropouts Dropouts
1996-97 3,844 114 2.97%
1995-96 3,622 106 2.93%
1994-95 3,404 95 2.79%
1993-94 3,216 70 2.18%
1992-93 3,036 57 1.88%
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Table 76
Anchorage School District
Black
Total Reading CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 339 42
4 288 45
5 304 36
6 274 38
7 302 40
8 243 37
9 259 37
10 261 36
11 182 30
Table 77
Anchorage School District
Black
Total Language Arts CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile

Tested Rank
3 337 36
4 292 43
5 305 49
6 272 43
7 302 38
8 243 35
9 261 35
10 264 32
11 186 26
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Table 78
Anchorage School District
‘ Black
Total Mathematics CAT Results
Spring 1997/
Grade Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 341 42
4 292 48
5 303 40
6 273 41
7 304 43
8 239 35
9 260 42
10 264 37
11 186 33
Table 79
Anchorage School District
Black
Total Battery CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 330 37
4 288 44
5 302 41
6 270 38
7 297 38
8 239 34
9 255 37
10 259 33
11 182 27
89
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Table 80

Anchorage School District
Black
Percentile Rank Scores Corresponding
to Average (Mean) NCE Scores
ITBS & TAP 1992-93 to 1994-95 and CAT 1995-96 and 1996-97

Grade Area 96-97 95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93
No. %ile  No. %ile No. %ile No.%ile No. %ile
3 Reading 339 42 300 41
3 Language Arts 337 36 303 32
3 Mathematics 341 42 303 41
3 Total Battery 330 37 300 37
4 Reading 288 45 280 46 266 33 324 33 280 30
4 Language Arts 292 43 284 38 257 36 318 34 278 33
4 Mathematics 292 48 290 42 264 36 319 36 279 36
4 Total Battery 288 4 275 41
5 Reading 304 36 273 37
5 Language Arts 305 49 274 45
5 Mathematics 303 40 271 37
5 Total Battery 302 41 268 39
6 Reading 274 38 298 40 263 35 302 41 318 40
6 Language Arts 272 43 299 43 255 37 298 41 318 41
6 Mathematics 273 41 300 45 262 36 297 41 317 40
6 Total Battery 270 38 295 41
7 Reading 302 40 262 40
7 Language Arts 302 38 266 33
7 Mathematics 304 43 259 39
7 Total Battery 297 38 254 37
8 Reading 243 37 278 47 270 36 239 33 272 43
8 Language Arts 243 35 276 39 266 43 230 39 270 47
8 Mathematics 239 35 274 43 265 34 237 30 265 37
8 Total Battery 239 34 270 43
9 Reading 259 37 235 37
9 Language Arts 261 35 261 37
9 Mathematics 260 42 263 46
9 Total Battery 255 37 234 39
10 Reading 261 36 214 37
10 Language Arts 264 32 230 27
10 Mathematics 264 37 228 34
10 Total Battery 259 33 210 31
11 Reading 182 30 176 36 168 40 162 37 175 39
11 Language Arts 186 26 190 36
11 Mathematics 186 33 188 38 170 36 164 33 175 28
11 Total Battery 182 27 173 35
84
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Table 81
' Anchorage School District
Black
Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information
Spring 1997
Number of Number of Percent of
Children Children from Children from
Year School Level Enrolled Low Income Families * Low Income Families *
1996-97 Elementary 2,417 977 40.4%
* Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.
Table 82

Black Secondary Students

- Credit and GPA Analysis
by Grade
Spring 1997
Data Type 9 10 11 12 9-12
‘ Number of Students 273 269 185 168 895

Average Credits 5.92 5.91 5.56 5.21 571
Attempted

Average Credits 487 4.79 4.76 4.70 4.79
Earned ‘

Mean Grade Point 2.08 1.98 2.19 2.50 2.15
Average

Average Absences 4.78 5.44 5.32 5.62 5.25
per Course

Absence - GPA -0.5740 -0.5180 -0.4953  -0.4318 -0.4974
Correlation
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Table 83

Black Distribution
of Attempted Credits
and Earned Marks by Area
Combined Grades 9-12

Spring 1997

Total Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent

Credits A B C D F*
Language Arts 943.25 14.58% 25.84% 25.10% 17.57% 16.91%
Mathematics 754.00 6.56% 16.88% 31.66% 22.61% 22.28%
Science 684.50 7.96% 20.56% 29.11% 21.95% 20.41%
Social Studies 814.25 16.06% 22.17% 24.38% 16.92% 20.48%
All Courses 5,109.50 - 19.97% 23.74% 23.87% 16.37% 16.06%
*Includes "F," "WE," and "L" _

Table 84

Anchorage School District
Black
School Year Dropouts
1992-93 to 1996-97

Final Percent
Year Enrollment Dropouts Dropouts
1996-97 4,599 165 3.59%
1995-96 4,456 157 3.52%
1994-95 4,577 185 4.04%
1993-94 4,596 162 3.52%
1992-93 4,404 112 2.54%
32
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Table 85
Anchorage School District
‘ Hispanic
Total Reading CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 176 47
4 142 52
5 146 41
6 148 50
7 151 47
8 118 46
9 130 44
10 109 40
11 71 32
Table 86
Anchorage School District
.Hispanic
Total Language Arts CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 174 40
4 142 49
5 146 52
6 148 52
7 149 44
8 117 44
9 131 46
10 109 34
11 73 31
(]
87 9 9




Anchorage School District: Profile of Performance ..........o.eeeuveeveveneooeeooeeooeeoosooesenesons 1996-97
Table 87

Anchorage School District

Hispanic
Total Mathematics ITBS Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile

Tested Rank
3 173 52
4 142 54
5 147 48
6 148 54
7 150 49
8 117 47
9 131 51
10 109 42
11 73 38

Table 88

Anchorage School District
Hispanic
Total Battery CAT Results
Spring 1996
Grade Number Percentile

Tested Rank
3 171 44
4 140 50
5 146 47
6 148 51
7 146 45
8 115 45
9 130 48
10 109 38
11 71 31
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Table 89

. Anchorage School District
Hispanic
Percentile Rank Scores Corresponding
to Average (Mean) NCE Scores
ITBS & TAP 1992-93 to 1994-95

CAT 1995-96 and 1996-97
Grade Area 96-97 95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93
No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile
3 Reading 176 47
3 Language Arts 174 40
3 Mathematics 173 52
3 Total Battery 171 44
4 Reading 142 41 135 45 136 44 134 41 111 35
4 Language Arts 142 52 132 36 134 41 126 45 109 37
4 Mathematics 142 48 133 39 135 47 134 49 110 41
4 Total Battery _140 47 132 39
5 Reading 146 50 150 45
5 Language Arts 146 52 150 51
5 Mathematics 147 54 151 .- 47
5 Total Battery 146 51 149 48
6 Reading 148 47 138 43 108 46 130 38 120 45
‘ 6 Language Arts 148 44 138 49 108 47 132 39 117 41
6 Mathematics 148 49 139 50 111 44 131 40 121 43
6 Total Battery 148 45 137 46
7 Reading 151 46 122 43
7 Language Arts 149 44 123 41
7 Mathematics 150 47 124 46
7 Total Battery 146 45 121 42
8 Reading 118 44 130 43 115 44 8 39 90 51
8 Language Arts 117 46 130 39 112 45 82 43 89 51
8 Mathematics 117 51 130 42 113 41 87 37 89 44
8 Total Battery 115 48 127 41
9 Reading 130 40 92 37
9 Language Arts 131 34 111 36
9 ‘Mathematics 131 42 111 46
9 Total Battery 130 38 91 39
10 Reading 109 32 72 40
10 Language Arts 109 31 81 35
10 Mathematics 109 38 82 44
10 Total Battery 109 31 70 39
11 Reading 71 32 70 42 92 42 72 42 69 38
. 11 Language Arts 73 31 77 39
11 Mathematics 73 38 80 44 92 35 70 35 67 28
11 Total Battery 71 7731 70 41
89
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Table 90

Anchorage School District

Hispanic
Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information
Spring 1997
Number of Number of Percent of
Children Children from Children from
Year School Level Enrolled Low Income Families* Low Income Families *
1996-97 Elementary 1,383 585 42.2%

* Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.

Table 91

Hispanic Secondary Students

€redit and GPA Analysis
by Grade
Spring 1997
Data Type 9 10 1 12 9-12
Number of Students 146 120 77 92 435
Average Credits 591 5.89 5.58 5.41 5.74
Attempted
Average Credits . 5.01 4.59 4.64 4.79 4.78
Earned
Mean Grade Point 2.25 1.99 2.24 2.49 2.23
Average
Average Absences 5.03 6.58 6.40 6.11 5.93
per Course
Absence - GPA -0.5155  -0.6589  -0.4711 -0.5144  -0.5478
Correlation
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Table 92
Hispanic Distribution
. of Attempted Credits
and Earned Marks by Area
Combined Grades 9-12
Spring 1997
Total Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Credits A B C D F*
Language Arts 472.50 23.07% 21.75% 22.06% 15.93% 17.20%
Mathematics 355.25 12.32% 21.46% 26.95% 15.41% 23.86%
Science 343.00 12.83% 23.83% 24.93% 20.19% 18.22%
Social Studies 391.75 16.85% 23.29% 24.89% 18.63% 16.34%
All Courses 2,497.00 24.33% 23.26% 21.33% 14.39% 16.70%
*Includes "F," "WF,"” and "L."
Table 93

Anchorage School District

Hispanic
School Year Dropouts

1992-93 to 1996-97

Final Percent
Year Enrollment Dropouts Dropouts
1996-97 2,511 95 3.78%
1995-96 2,340 94 4.02%
1994-95 2,133 , 79 3.70%
1993-94 1,998 81 4.05%
1992-93 ' 1,815 65 3.58%

o BEST COPY AVAILABLE o1

37



Anchorage School District: Profile of PerfOrmance .........cecoceeeununveuiuievereneresessssessesenss 1996-97

Table 94
Anchorage School District
White
Total Reading CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 2,577 70
4 2,359 70
5 2,473 70
6 2,492 67
7 2,281 70
8 2,163 69
9 2,187 68
10 2,052 69
11 1,765 64 .
Table 95
Anchorage School District
White
Total Language Arts CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade B Number Percentile
Tested Rank
3 2,561 60
4 2,358 68
5 2,476 73
6 2,493 71
7 2,285 66
8 2,162 61
9 2,188 63
10 2,058 61
11 1,764 _ 57
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Table 96
' Anchorage School District
White
Total Mathematics CAT Results
Spring 1997
Grade Number Percentile

Tested Rank
3 2,571 67
4 2,358 73
5 2,470 69
6 2,492 74
7 2,290 70
8 2,169 68
9 2,186 72
10 2,053 70
11 1,759 68

Table 97

Anchorage School District
White
Total Battery CAT Results

‘ Spring 1997

Grade Number Percentile

Tested Rank

3 2,540 66
4 2,342 71
5 2,450 73
6 2,478 72
7 2,249 69
8 2,130 67
9 2,175 71
10 2,038 69
11 1,746 65
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Table 98

Anchorage School District
White
Percentile Rank Scores Corresponding
to Average (Mean) NCE Scores
ITBS & TAP 1992-93 to 1994-95 - CAT 1995-96 and 1996-97

Grade rea 96-97 _95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93
No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile No. %ile

3 Reading 2,577 70 2,409 70

3 Language Arts 2,561 60 2,409 58

3 Mathematics 2,571 67 2414 67

3 Total Battery 2,540 66 2,381 67

4 Reading 2,359 70 2,506 70 2,624 59 2460 60 2,595 59

4 Language Arts 2,358 68 2,505 62 2,590 58 2,381 58 2572 56

4 Mathematics 2,358 73 2,534 69 2,630 66 2447 65 2575 64

4 Total Battery 2,342 71 2481 68

5 Reading 2,473 70 2,534 71

5 Language Arts 2,476 73 2,541 72

5 Mathematics 2,470 69 2,528 67

5 Total Battery 2,450 73 2,501 73

6 Reading 2,492 67 2,357 69 2473 64 2517 63 2577 63

6 Language Arts 2,493 71 2,351 69 2,435 62 2497 60 2,563 59

6 Mathematics 2,492 74 2,357 73 2,473 67 2,511 66 2,576 67

6 Total Battery 2,478 72 2,331 72

7 Reading 2,284 70 2,289 72

7 Language Arts 2,285 66 2,295 64

7 Mathematics 2,290 70 2,283 70

7 Total Battery 2,249 69 2,249 70

8 Reading 2,163 69 2,254 70 2,215 64 2127 66 2,161 67

8 Language Arts 2,162 61 2,253 60 2,220 67 2,084 67 2,126 66

8 Mathematics 2,169 68 2,245 66 2,245 64 2,123 64 2,163 65

8 Total Battery 2,130 67 2,208 68

9 Reading 2,187 68 1,852 67

9 Language Arts 2,188 63 2,184 61

9 Mathematics 2,186 72 2,187 71

9 Total Battery 2,175 71 1,846 68

10 Reading 2,052 69 1,669 73

10 Language Arts 2,058 61 1,946 63

10 Mathematics 2,053 70 1,941 72

10 Total Battery 2,038 69 1,651 73

11 Reading 1,765 64 1,442 65 1,666 67 1551 66 1,608 62

11 Language Arts 1,764 57 1,659 59

11 Mathematics 1,759 68 1,676 68 1,674 68 1,557 65 1,608 68

11 Total Battery 1,746 65 1421 66 .
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Table 99

Anchorage School District

White
Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information
Spring 1997
Number of Number of Percent of
Children Children from Children from
Year School Level Enrolled Low Income Families * Low Income Families *
1996-97  Elementary 18,454 2534 13.7%
* Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.
Table 100
White Secondary Students
- Credit and GPA Analysis
by Grade
Spring 1997

Data Type 9 10 11 12 9-12
Number of Students 2,200 2,145 1,887 1,621 7,853
Average Credits 5.91 5.89 5.70 5.20 5.71

Attempted
Average Credits 5.40 - 524 5.23 4.88 5.21

Earned
Mean Grade Point 2.66 2.53 2.74 2.85 2.68

Average
Average Absences 4.48 5.35 5.76 6.28 5.40

per Course
Absence - GPA -0.5162 -0.5297 -0.4680 -0.4274 -0.4686

Correlation
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Table 101

White Distribution
of Attempted Credits

and Earned Marks by Area
Combined Grades 9 - 12
Spring 1997
Total Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Credits A B C D F*

Language Arts 8,092.25 29.43% 28.90% 21.05% 11.22% 9.42%
Mathematics 6,552.50 19.98% 27.28% 26.23% 14.93% 11.58%
Science 6,171.50 24.92% 27.78% 23.90% 13.30% 10.11%
Social Studies 7,065.50 31.15% 25.65% 20.55% 12.09% 10.56%
All Courses 44,823.25 - 35.56% 26.01% 19.47% 10.21% 8.74%
*Includes "F," "WEF,"” and "1."

Table 102

Anchorage School District
Whites
School Year Dropouts
1992-93 to 1996-97

Final * Percent
Year Enrollment Dropouts Dropouts
1996-97 34,638 846 2.44%
1995-96 35,200 . 899 2.55%
1994-95 35,608 890 2.50%
1993-94 35,797 841 2.35%
1992-93 35,646 704 1.97%
108
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Question:  What is the level of satisfaction among students, staff, and parents with the programs of
the Anchorage School District?

Answer: Parents, students, and staff are given the opportunity to express their feelings on a variety
of school related issues on surveys conducted as part of the School Report Card process each spring. The
tables which follow provide the overall responses from across the District and responses broken down
by elementary, middle level, and secondary programs. Individual school results were provided to
schools in the spring and taken into account in the preparation of School Report Cards for 1996-1997.

In general, parent, student, and staff responses are positive toward the Anchorage School District and
individual school programs. Individuals were asked the extent to which they would agree with a
number of statements. Some of the cross-District highlights include:

* A majority (53%) of parents indicate that they either agree (42%) or strongly agree (11%) with the
performance of the Anchorage School District.

* A majority (90%) of parents indicate that they either agree (47%) or strongly agree (33%) with the
performance of the program in which their children are enrolled.

* A majority (84%) of parents indicate that they either agree (34%) or strongly agree (50%) with the
performance of those who teach their children.

* A majority (78%) of students indicate that they either agree (27%) or strongly agree (52%) that
their teachers want them to do well in school.

* A majority (71%) of students indicate that they either agree (35%) or strongly agree (36%) that
their teachers will help them to understand something that is a problem.

* A majority (80%) of students indicate that they either agree (31%) or strongly agree (49%) that
they can get good grades when they try.

A majority (84%) of staff indicate that they either agree (46%) or strongly agree (38%) that they
are satisfied with their job.

* A majority (81%) of staff indicate that they either agree (34%) or strongly agree (47%) that the
principal and other school staff provide needed support for working with students.

- o A majority (81%) of staff indicate that they either agree (33%) or strongly agree (49%) that the

principal and other school staff provide needed support for working with parents.

If the responses of parents, teachers, and students were considered as a grading scale with a ”Strongly
Agree” to a positive statement being equivalent to an “A,” the overall response would be in the “B”
range. Parents could be said to give the District as a whole a grade of “B-” and their local school a
grade of “A-.” These are good marks from those community members who know the schools best when
considered in terms of general public concerns with the quality of American education.

Discussion: The primary purpose of School Report Card surveys is to give parents, students, and staff
an opportunity to share their feelings on general issues related to satisfaction with their school and
their job. Surveys are made available late in the year close to the time of the last elementary parent-
teacher conferences and secondary report card pickup. There are substantial differences in the
proportion of parents and staff responding at various schools and various grade levels. Students in
grades 3 - 12 were surveyed in class at school. All surveys were anonymous and there was the
opportunity to write comments. Surveys with comments were returned to school principals in time to be
considered for the School Report Card.

A standard set of questions for parents, students, and staff was prepared at the request of the School
Board. Individual schools and levels were allowed to add additional questions and all school surveys
included questions on the success of the individual school goals. Information on school goal success is
included in the section of this report which provides individual school profiles.
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Tables 103, 104, and 105 summarize the parent, student, and staff surveys by question for the District as
a whole. These summary tables are followed by a breakdown of the results for each of the three
instructional levels. Elementary results are presented in tables 106, 107 and 108. Middle Level results
are presented in tables 109, 110, and 111. High School results are presented in 112, 113 and 114.

While overall responses are positive at all three levels, elementary responses were the most positive.
Response rates for parent and staff surveys varied greatly from school-to-school. In general, the

response rate for parents was best at elementary and weakest at high school. Many differences between
educational levels and schools are statistically significant.
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Table 103
Anchorage School District
Parent Report Card Survey
. Number = 8,866
Question Strongly | |~ " I" [ Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree

When I think about how well our Anchorage
schools are doing, I am generally SATISFIED

with:

The performance of the Anchorage School 11.1% 42.2% 28.0% 14.3% 4.4%
District.

The performance of my child’s school. 33.0% 46.5% 14.2% 4.6% 1.7%
The performance of my child’s teacher(s). 50.3% 33.8% 10.3% 4.0% 1.6%

When I think about what is being taught, 1
am general SATISFIED with:

The instruction my child receives. 35.0% 43.9% 11.3% 6.0% 3.8%
The curriculum at our school. 31.5% 47.6% 14.5% 4.9% 1.5%
When 1 think about my relationship with

the staff, school, and information, I am
SATISFIED with:

My interactions with the principal. 26.8% 32.3% 31.1% 5.4% 4.5%

My interactions with the school office staff. | 31.8% 41.2% él.6°/o 3.7% 1.6%

My interactions with my child’s teachers. 52.7% 34.3% 9.7% 2.2% 1.1%

My ability to get information on classes 43.6% 41.6% 10.4% 3.4% 1.0%
‘ and school activities.

Information I get on my child’s progress. 50.6% 37.2% 7.4% 3.7% 1.2%

To what extent do you AGREE with each of
the following statements?

I have the ability to review school books and| 31.1% 37.7% 24.4% 5.4% 1.5%

library materials.

I am invited to make suggestions about the 17.3% 27.2% 38.4% 12.3% 4.8%

library materials to be included or excluded.

I feel welcome at school. 47.3% 33.3% 9.3% 5.3% 4.8%

My child is safe at school. 36.0% 43.6% 13.5% 5.2% 1.7%

My child is safe on the way to and from 33.1% 40.6% 16.8% 6.9% 2.5%

school.

I received a copy of the “Student Rights and | 48.1% 35.9% 11.1% 2.7% 2.1%

Responsibilities” document.

I feel that my child’s needs are being met. 32.0% 45.7% 14.5% 5.8% 2.1%
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Table 104
Anchorage School District )
Student Report Card Survey
Number = 23,692 ‘
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree
Our school is clean and well maintained. 15.5% 35.7% 30.7% 11.8% 6.2%
My teachers listen to what I say. 27.1% 34.1% 25.5% 8.5% 4.8%
My teachers care about me. 33.8% 30.1% 25.5% 6.4% 4.2%
I am treated fairly by adults here at school. | 22.5% 33.3% 26.4% 11.5% 6.3%
I am treated fairly by other students. 15.2% 35.6% 29.9% 11.6% 7.7%
I find my school work interesting. 16.3% 24.8% 33.0% 14.6% 11.4%
I'understand the school work I am given. 23.7% 38.3% 28.9% 6.3% 2.7%
Our school rules are fair. 22.5% 25.4% 25.7% 14.8% 11.6%
I was given a “Student Rights and 39.3% 25.8% 21.3% 6.2% 7.5%
Responsibilities.”
My teachers treat me with respect. 32.8% 33.4% 22.9% 6.9% 4.0%
Students here treat me with respect. 14.5% 34.0% 31.3% 11.3% 8.8%
Our school rules are fairly enforced. 22.9% 29.1% 27.7% 12.0% 8.3%
I like school. 23.4% 23.4% 28.1% 10.5% 14.6%
I am safe at school. 28.5% 30.8% 25.1% 9.3% 6.2%
If I have a problem understanding something,| 36.0% 35.0% 21.1% 4.9% 3.0%
my teacher will help me.
If T have a problem at school, I know where | 37.5% 34.1% 19.1% 5.6% 3.7%
I can go for help.
Our school is a friendly place. 17.1% 29.0% 33.9% 12.4% 7.6%
Have chances to participate in school 37.0% 36.0% 18.6% 4.8% 3.6%
activities.
I'use computers to do my work at school. 14.5% 19.9% 27.0% 18.0% 20.6%
When I have problems with my school, I can | 45.8% 27.7% 16.9% 5.4% 4.1%
get help at home.
When [ do good work at school, it is 28.4% 29.8% 25.6% 10.0% 6.3%
recognized. .
I get good grades when I try. 48.8% 30.8% 14.2% 3.6% 2.6%
I'use computers in my classes. 17.1% 18.6% 25.0% 17.6% 21.6%
The library/media center has the materials | 21.8% 28.6% 30.6% 10.9% 8.0%
I'need to do my school work.
I feel welcome at school. 24.9% 32.0% 29.2% 7.7% 6.2%
I feel safe on the bus and at the bus stop. 17.1% 22.5% 40.7% 8.1% 11.5%
My teachers want me to do well in school. 51.6% 27.0% | 15.5% 3.0% 2.8%
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Table 105
Anchorage School District
Staff Report Card Survey
‘ Number = 1,545
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral | Disagree | Disagree
Indicate the extent to which you are satisfied]
with:
your job. 37.5% 46.3% 8.2% 7.1% 1.0%
involvement in decision making at 21.5% 40.0% 22.6% 10.9% 5.0%
school.
the District curriculum. 5.7% 30.4% 36.2% 20.0% 7.7%
opportunities for training on the District 11.9% 35.7% 31.0% 16.5% 4.9%
curriculum and materials.
We are provided with adequate information | 8.6% 30.4% 26.1% 26.5% 8.4%
before new practices or procedures are
implemented.
The principal and other staff provide me 47.1% 34.3% 10.1% 6.1% 2.3%
with the support I need when working with
students.
The principal and other staff provide me 48.8% 32.8% 11.7% 4.9% 1.9%
with the support I need when working with
parents.

‘ The administrator(s) are approachable. 59.3% 26.2% 8.5% 4.2% 1.9%
The administrator(s) are available if I 47.4% 32.7% 11.1% 6.2% 2.6%
need help.

The work load in this school is equitably 18.5% 36.0% 20.9% 16.6% 8.0%
divided.

We have freedom in our selection of 33.4% 41.7% 18.5% 4.7% 1.8%
materials. '

I have freedom in selection of teaching 39.2% 38.5% 17.2% 3.9% 1.2%
materials.

I have input in purchase of supplemental 31.3% 41.2% 19.7% 5.6% 2.2%
material.

Instruction here focuses on student success 34.4% 45.2% 15.0% 3.7% 1.7%
in meeting the District goals.

The District curriculum is well defined. 10.1% 36.6% 34.3% 14.6% 4.4%
Teachers here work together effectively. 32.2% 42.2% 15.6% 8.1% 1.9%
Staff and teachers have good working 38.2% 43.1% 11.1% 6.2% 1.3%
relationships.

Our school rules are fairly enforced. 30.5% 39.0% 14.6% 9.8% 6.1%
I feel safe at school. . 42.9% 37.0% 11.2% 7.2% 1.6%
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Anchorage School District

Staff Report Card Survey )
(Continued)
Number = 997 ‘
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree

Students are safe here. 35.7% 40.6% 12.8% 9.2% 1.7%
School staff are treated with respect by 15.3% 43.0% 19.2% 17.0% 5.5%
students.
Students are treated with respect by staff. 37.6% 51.3% 8.8% 1.8% .5%
Conference/planning time is adequate. 17.2% 32.5% 20.1% 19.8% 10.3%
Iintegrate computers/technology into 19.5% 36.0% 25.9% 12.1% 6.4%
mstruction.
Library /media resources are adequate. 16.2% 40.4% 20.8% 15.6% 7.0%
Student guidance and counseling are adequate| 15.0% 29.1% 20.5% 20.9% 14.6%
When I do good work it is recognized. 22.3% 35.6% 22.7% 13.4% 6.1%
Staff morale is high. 14.3% 33.5% 24.4% 18.2% 9.6%
We have good support from our parents. 14.0% 36.4% 27.0% 17.4% 5.2%
Students here are well behaved. 8.4% 43.2% 25.2% 17.7% 5.5%
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Table 106
Elementary )
Parent Report Card Survey
‘ Number = 7,177
Euestion Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree
When I think about how well our Anchorage
schools are doing, I am generally SATISFIED
with:
The performance of the Anchorage School 11.0% 42.0% 28.3% 14.3% 4.3%
District.
The performance of my child’s school. 34.3% 45.4% 14.2% 4.4% 1.7%
The performance of my child’s teacher(s). 54.0% 30.3% 10.0% 3.9% 1.8%
When I think about what is being taught, I
am general SATISFIED with:
The instruction my child receives. 37.0% 41.9% 10.8% 5.9% 4.4%
The curriculum at our school. 33.1% 47.2% 14.1% 4.3% 1.4%
When 1 think about my relationship with
the staff, school, and information, I am
SATISFIED with:
My interactions with the principal. 27.6% 32.6% 29.4% 5.7% 4.8%
My interactions with the school office staff. | 32.7% 41.2% 20.9% 3.6% 1.5%
My interactions with my child’s teachers. 56.2% 31.8% 8.9% 1.9% 1.1%
My ability to get information on classes 47.1% 40,6% 9.3% 2.4% 6%
‘ and school activities.
Information I get on my child’s progress. 54.9% 35.4% 6.4% 2.5% 8%
To what extent do you AGREE with each of
the following statements?
I have the ability to review school books and| 33.6% 38.4% 22.2% 4.6% 1.3%
library materials.
I am invited to make suggestions about the 18.4% 28.8% 36.4% 11.7% 4.7%
library materials to be included or excluded.
I feel welcome at school. 49.1% 31.1% 8.4% 5.7% 5.6%
My child is safe at school. 39.1% 42.5% 12.3% 4.4% 1.6%
My child is safe on the way to and from 35.3% 38.9% 16.4% 6.9% 2.5%
school. )
I received a copy of the “Student Rights and | 47.5% 35.5% 11.9% 2.9% 2.2%
Responsibilities” document.
I feel that my child’s needs are being met. 34.3% 45.3% 13.6% 5.1% 1.7%
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Table 107
Elementary
Student Report Card Survey
Number = 12,106
Question §trongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree
Our school is clean and well maintained. 23.1% 39.3% 27.3% 7.1% 3.2%
My teachers listen to what I say. 43.2% 32.7% 17.1% 4.3% 2.7%
My teachers care about me. 54.2% 27.7% 13.9% 2.4% 1.9%
I am treated fairly by adults here at school. | 34.4% 35.0% 19.8% 7.0% 3.8%
I am treated fairly by other students. 18.0% 32.3% 28.6% 12.2% 8.9%
I find my school work interesting. 26.6% 29.1% 27.8% 8.6% 7.9%
[understand the school work I am given. 30.4% 37.5% 25.3% 4.7% 2.1%
Our school rules are fair. 36.2% 27.7% 19.6% - 9.3% 7.2%
I was given a “Student Rights and 49.1% 23.1% 18.3% 3.8% 5.7%
Responsibilities.”
My teachers treat me with respect. 51.1% 29.9% 13.4% 3.5% 2.2%
Students here treat me with respect. 17.0% 32.1% 29.2% 11.6% 10.1%
Our school rules are fairly enforced. 34.7% 29.5% 22.4% 7.8% 5.6%
I like school. 35.5% 22.6% 22.1% 7.9% 12.0%
I am safe at school. 44.0% 28.8% 17.2% 5.7% 4.3%
If I have a problem understanding something,| 53.2% 29.4% 13.1% 2.4% 1.9%
my teacher will help me.
If I have a problem at school, I know where | 52.1% 29.1% 12.9% 3.2% 2.7%
I can go for help.
Our school is a friendly place. 26.8% 32.0% 26.9% 8.4% 5.8%
Have chances to participate in school 49.2% 31.4% 13.5% 3.3% 2.5%
activities.
I use computers to do my work at school. 18.1% 19.4% 26.0% 13.8% 22.7%
When I have problems with my school, I can | 59.4% 22.7% 11.8% 3.0% 3.1%
get help at home.
When I do good work at school, it is 41.3% 29.6% 19.3% 5.7% 4.1%
recognized.
I get good grades when I try. 58.5% 25.1% 11.2% 3.0% 2.2%
[ use computers in my classes. 26.5% 21.4% 22.9% 10.8% 18.4%
The library/media center has the materials | 31.5% 28.5% 25.4% 8.1% 6.5%
Ineed to do my school work.
I feel welcome at school. 38.6% 31.2% 20.2% 4.9% 5.1%
I feel safe on the bus and at the bus stop. 18.0% 16.9% 45.8% 7.1% 12.2%
My teachers want me to do well in school. 75.2% 167% | 5.9% 1.0% | 1.2%
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Table 108
Elementary
‘ Staff Report Card Survey
Number =997
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral | Disagree | Disagree

Indicate the extent to which you are satisfied]
with:
your job. 39.9% 45.3% 7.7% 6.2% .9%
involvement in decision making at 27.4% 42.9% 19.8% 7.8% 2.0%
school.
the District curriculum. 50% | 317% | 360% | 202% 7.1%
opportunities for training on the District 13.9% 41.0% 28.3% 13.5% 3.4%
curriculum and materials. :
We are provided with adequate information | 9.1% 29.6% 27.5% 26.5% 7.2%
before new practices or procedures are
implemented.
The principal and other staff provide me 52.6% 31.9% 9.2% 4.7% 1.7%
with the support I need when working with
students.
The principal and other staff provide me 55.1% 29.5% 10.2% 3.8% 1.3%
with the support I need when working with

. parents.
The administrator(s) are approachable. 64.6% 24.0% 6.7% 3.7% 9%
The administrator(s) are available if I 52.5% 30.7% 9.7% 5.4% 1.8%
need help.
The work load in this school is equitably 21.8% 39.4% 18.4% 14.4% 6.0%
divided.
We have freedom in our selection of 35.1% 42.2% 16.5% 4.9% 1.3%
materials.
I have freedom in selection of teaching 42.4% 37.7% 15.9% 3.1% 8%
materials.
I have input in purchase of supplemental 32.2% 43.6% 17.9% 5.0% 1.3%
material.
Instruction here focuses on student success 39.9% 45.1% 12.2% 2.1% 7%
in meeting the District goals.
The District curriculum is well defined. 12.0% 39.1% 32.9% 12.3% 3.7%
Teachers here work together effectively. 38.6% 39.2% 13.6% 6.7% 1.8%
Staff and teachers have good working 44.3% 39.1% 10.3% 4.8% 1.4%
relationships.
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Elementary
Staff Report Card Survey

(Continued) |
Number =997 .

Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree
Our school rules are fairly enforced. 37.1% 38.7% 13.1% 7.8% 3.4%
I feel safe at school. 52.5% 35.1% 7.7% 4.0% 8%
Students are safe here. 44.9% 39.8% 9.2% 5.2% 9%
School staff are treated with respect by 18.6% 44.0% 19.3% 14.6% 3.5%
students.
Students are treated with respect by staff. 47.5% 45.3% 5.7% 1.0% . 5%
Conference/planning time is adequate. 13.5% 28.3% 19.9% 24.6% 13.8%
Iintegrate computers/technology into 19.3% 40.9% 25.5% 9.6% 4.7%
instruction.
Library/media resources are adequate. 17.7% 42.3% 19.0% 15.3% 5.7%
Student guidance and counseling are adequate| 14.1% 22.1% 19.4% 22.9% 21.5%
When I do good work it is recognized. 25.5% 39.7% 20.7% 10.5% 3.7%
Staff morale is high. 18.4% 37.7% 21.9% 15.1% 6.9%
We have good support from our parents. 17.3% 36.7% 24.3% 16.1% 5.6%
Students here are well behaved. 9.8% 46.2% 23.3% 14.8% 5.8%
I12
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Table 109
Middle Level
Parent Report Card Survey
. Number = 2,828
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral | Disagree | Disagree

When I think about how well our Anchorage
schools are doing, I am generally SATISFIED
with:
The performance of the Anchorage School 12.6% 44.7% 25.2% 13.5% 4.0%
District.
The performance of my child’s school. 29.4% 51.0% 13.5% 4.2% 1.8%
The performance of my child’s teacher(s). 34.7% 48.7% 12.0% 4.1% 5%
When I think about what is being taught, I
am general SATISFIED with:
The instruction my child receives. 27.4% 53.0% 13.3% 5.3% 1.0%
The curriculum at our school. 26.0% 50.8% 15.4% 6.2% 1.5%
When I think about my relationship with
the staff, school, and information, I am
SATISFIED with:
My interactions with the principal. 24.9% 31.9% 37.4% 3.3% 2.4%
My interactions with the school office staff. | 28.2% 40.9% 25.1% 4.0% 1.7%

‘ My interactions with my child’s teachers. 38.4% 43.9% 13.3% 3.2% 1.2%
My ability to get information on classes 32.9% 45.5% 13.4% 6.4% 1.8%
and school activities.
Information I get on my child’s progress. 37.2% 44.1% 9.8% 7.0% 1.8%
To what extent do you AGREE with each of
the following statements?
I have the ability to review school books and| 21.0% 36.3% 32.5% 8.4% 1.9%
library materials.
I am invited to make suggestions about the 13.9% 21.5% 45.8% 13.9% 4.8%
library materials to be included or excluded.
I feel welcome at school. 40.8% 42.1% 13.2% 2.7% 1.2%
My child is safe at school. 25.7% 48.0% 18.2% 6.6% 1.6%
My child is safe on the way to and from 28.2% 45.4% 17.3% 7. 0% 2.0%
school.
I'received a copy of the “Student Rights and | 52.4% 38.1% 6.8% 1.8% 9%
Responsibilities” document.
I feel that my child’s needs are being met. 23.6% 47.3% 17.8% 8.0% 3.3%
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Table 110
Middle Level )
Student Report Card Survey
Number = 10,382 .
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree
Gr 34 Gr 5-6 Gr 7-8 Gr 9-12
I am in grade: 9% 1.7% 96.9% 5%
Our school is clean and well maintained. 8.0% 37.0% 33.7% 14.0% 7.3%
My teachers listen to what I say. 10.3% 35.1% 32.9% 14.3% 7.5%
My teachers care about me. 13.0% 33.8% 36.0% 10.3% 6.9%
I am treated fairly by adults here at school. | 10.7% 32.5% 33.0% 14.9% 8.8%
I am treated fairly by other students. 13.0% 36.8% 30.3% 12.4% 7.5%
I find my school work interesting. 5.3% 20.0% 38.2% 20.3% 16.2%
Tunderstand the school work I am given. 16.4% 38.0% 33.9% 8.4% 3.3%
Our school rules are fair. 8.2% 22.2% 29.7% 20.4% 19.4%
I was given a “Student Rights and 33.9% 29.4% 23.3% 6.3% 7.1%
Responsibilities.”
My teachers treat me with respect. 15.4% 37.0% 31.7% 10.0% 5.9%
Students here treat me with respect. 12.1% 34.5% 32.7% 12.1% 8.6%
Our school rules are fairly enforced. 11.1% 28.2% 33.9% 15.2% 11.6%
I like school. 10.8% 21.9% 34.4% 12.8% 20.1%
I am safe at school. 13.4% 33.1% 33.0% 12.0% 8.6%
If I have a problem understanding something,| 19.9% 39.5% 29.3% 6.8% 4.5%
my teacher will help me.
If I have a problem at school, I know where | 25.1% 38.6% 24.2% 7.3% 4.7%
I can go for help.
Our school is a friendly place. 5.8% 24.8% 41.5% 16.9% 11.0%
Have chances to participate in school 26.9% 41.2% 23.1% 4.7% 4.1%
activities.
I'use computers to do my work at school. 10.2% 18.0% 30.1% 22.4% 19.3%
When I have problems with my school, I can | 37.4% 32.3% 20.1% 6.0% 4.2%
get help at home.
When I do good work at school, it is 17.2% 30.9% 31.0% 12.5% 8.3%
recognized.
I get good grades when I try. 40.4% 34.4% 17.4% 4.6% 3.3%
I use computers in my classes. 6.8% 14.5% 28.1% 24.6% 26.0%
The library/media center has the materials | 14.3% 30.8% 35.1% 12.3% 7.5%
Ineed to do my school work.
I feel welcome at school. 11.0% 32.6% 37.6% 10.5% 8.4%
I feel safe on the bus and at the bus stop. 20.1% 29.7% 30.8% 8.6% 10.9%
My teachers want me to do well in school. 31.6% 37.1% 22.8% 4.2% 4.2%
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Table 111
Middle Level
Staff Report Card Survey
‘ Number =912
Question Strongly Strongly

Agree Agree Neutral Ipisagree Disagree
Indicate the extent to which you are satisfied
with:
yourjob. 34.1% 50.5% 6.8% 7.2% 1.4%
involvement in decision making at 14.3% 35.8% 27.0% 12.3% 10.6%
school.
the District curriculum. 7.9% 29.3% 39.3% 16.4% 7.1%
opportunities for training on the District 11.3% 28.8% 37.6% 16.8% 5.5%
curriculum and materials.
We are provided with adequate information | 7.7% 33.5% 22.3% 25.8% 10.8%
before new practices or procedures are
implemented.
The principal and other staff provide me 35.0% 40.4% 10.8% 8.5% 5.4%
with the support I need when working with
students.
The principal and other staff provide me 38.2% 36.3% 14.3% 6.2% 5.0%
with the support I need when working with
parents.

‘ The administrator(s) are approachable. 49.1% | 27.8% 10.0% 6.9% 6.2%
The administrator(s) are available if I 41.0% 32.3% 12.5% 8.0% 6.3%
need help. :

The work load in this school is equitably 10.8% 34.6% 25.9% 18.2% 10.5%
divided.

We have freedom in our selection of 29.1% 42.5% 21.8% 2.5% 4.2%
materials.

I have freedom in selection of teaching 32.4% 42.9% 18.8% 3.5% 2.4%
materials.

I have input in purchase of supplemental 32.5% 38.1% 19.7% 6.9% 2.8%
material.

Instruction here focuses on student success 28.2% 46.9% 17.2% 2.9% 4.8%
in meeting the District goals.

The District curriculumn is well defined. 7.6% 27.1% 40.3% 18.8% 6.3%
Teachers here work together effectively. 18.5% 48.3% 21.6% 9.6% 2.1%
Staff and teachers have good working 24.6% 49.5% 13.0% 9.9% 3.1%
relationships.

Our school rules are fairly enforced. 22.3% 41.8% 18.2% 9.2% 8.6%
I feel safe at school. 29.8% 44.4% 13.9% 9.5% 24%
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Middle Level
Staff Report Card Survey
(Continued)
Number =912
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral | Disagree | Disagree

Students are safe here. 23.7% 46.7% 13.1% 13.7% 2.7%
School staff are treated with respect by 7.8% 43.0% 19.1% 19.5% 10.6%
students.

Students are treated with respect by staff. 20.9% 65.1% 10.3% 3.4% 3%
Conference/planning time is adequate. 27.8% 40.5% 18.2% 10.0% 3.4%
lintegrate computers/technology into 20.8% 29.1% 28.0% 14.5% 7.6%
instruction.

Library/media resources are adequate. 17.0% 45.9% 18.7% 13.3% 5.1%
Student guidance and counseling are adequate| 18.0% 43.9% 19.0% 14.6% 4.4%
When I do good work it is recognized. 20.1% 33.7% 22.8% 15.6% 7.8%
Staff morale is high. 7.9% 28.5% 29.9% 20.6% 13.1%
We have good support from our parents. 10.3% 39.7% 26.0% 15.4% 8.6%
Students here are well behaved. 5.7% 40.1% 24.7% 21.5% 7.9%

—————————— —
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Table 112
High School
Parent Report Card Survey
‘ Number = 741
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree

When I think about how well our Anchorage
schools are doing, I am generally SATISFIED
with:
The performance of the Anchorage School 10.0% 40.9% 27.7% 15.7% 5.7%
District.
The performance of my child’s school. 25.1% 51.4% 14.9% 6.9% 1.7%
The performance of my child’s teacher(s). 33.7% 48.0% 11.9% 5.0% 1.4%
When I think about what is being taught, I
am general SATISFIED with:
The instruction my child receives. 24.9% 51.4% 13.9% 7.9% 2.0%
The curriculum at our school. 22.9% 47.8% 17.7% 9.0% 2.5%
When I think about my relationship with
the staff, school, and information, I am
SATISFIED with:
My interactions with the principal. 21.7% 29.1% 39.5% 5.6% 4.2%
My interactions with the school office staff. | 27.8% 41.8% 23.7% 4.4% 2.3%

‘ My interactions with my child’s teachers. 36.7% 46.0% 12.6% 3.7% 1.0%
My ability to get information on classes 26.6% 46.1% 16.2% 8.3% 2.8%
and school activities.
Information I get on my child’s progress. 30.0% 43.4% 12.3% 9.7% 4.6%
To what extent do you AGREE with each of
the following statements?
I have the ability to review school books and| 19.2% 32.8% 36.1% 9.3% 2.6%
library materials.
I am invited to make suggestions about the 10.1% 18.0% 48.8% 16.5% 6.7%
library materials to be included or excluded.
I feel welcome at school. 37.3% 43.3% 13.3% 4.3% 1.7%
My child is safe at school. 18.1% 49.4% 18.5% 11.3% 2.6%
My child is safe on the way to and from 20.9% 49.6% 19.2% 7.0% 3.3%
school. ‘
I received a copy of the “Student Rights and | 48.9% 37.7% 9.1% 2.0% 2.3%
Responsibilities” document.
I feel that my child’s needs are being met. 19.8% 47.0% 18.8% 10.3% 4.2%
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Table 113
High School )
Student Report Card Survey
Number = 6,091 ‘
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree
Our school is clean and well maintained. 6.2% 27.2% 35.9% 19.6% 11.1%
My teachers listen to what I say. 8.7% 36.3% 36.1% 12.0% 6.8%
My teachers care about me. 9.9% 32.1% 40.2% 11.2% 6.5%
I am treated fairly by adults here at school. 8.0% 30.9% 34.2% 17.6% 9.3%
I am treated fairly by other students. 11.0% 41.5% 32.2% 9.9% 5.5%
I find my school work interesting. 4.3% 20.2% 39.5% 21.7% 14.3%
I understand the school work I am given. 15.9% 40.6% 32.0% 7.8% 3.6%
Our school rules are fair. 6.0% 23.6% 35.1% 21.2% 14.0%
I was given a “Student Rights and 23.3% 28.6% 25.8% 10.9% 11.4%
Responsibilities.”
My teachers treat me with respect. 10.3% 37.9% 34.8% 11.1% 6.0%
Students here treat me with respect. 11.3% 37.6% 34.7% 10.2% 6.1%
Our school rules are fairly enforced. 8.3% 29.5% 33.6% 17.6% 10.9%
I like school. 9.1% 26.4% 35.1% 14.0% 15.4%
I am safe at school. 9.8% 33.0% 34.6% 14.5% 8.1%
If I have a problem understanding something,| 14.2% 42.8% 30.7% 8.2% 4.1%
my teacher will help me.
If I have a problem at school, I know where 17.8% 40.5% 27.7% 9.0% 5.1%
I can go for help.
Our school is a friendly place. 6.0% 26.8% 42.1% 16.5% 8.6%
Have chances to participate in school 19.4% 41.8% 25.3% 8.1% 5.4%
activities.
Iuse computers to do my work at school. 10.5% 22.6% 26.7% 22.6% 17.7%
When I have problems with my school, I can | 25.3% 34.1% 24.6% 9.8% 6.2%
get help at home.
When I do good work at school, it is 11.4% 29.7% 33.7% 16.5% 8.8%
recognized.
I get good grades when I try. 35.8% 39.4% 17.7% 4.0% 3.0%
I use computers in my classes. 6.7% 16.7% 26.7% 25.2% 24.6%
The library /media center has the materials 7.6% 27.0% 38.1% 15.5% 11.7%
I need to do my school work.
I feel welcome at school. 8.4% 33.4% 40.6% 10.9% 6.8%
I feel safe on the bus and at the bus stop. 12.4% 26.7% 40.6% 9.6% 10.8%
My teachers want me to do well in school. 20.2% 39.7% 29.0% 6.2% 4.9%
——— — —_——t ————————
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Table 114
High School
Staff Report Card Survey
‘ Number = 343
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree
Indicate the extent to which you are satisfied|
with:
your job. 31.8% 45.9% 12.2% 9.2% 9%
involvement in decision making at 12.6% 33.3% 26.7% 19.5% 7.8%
school.
the District curriculum. 5.4% 27.8% 35.3% 22.1% 9.5%
opportunities for training on the District 6.9% 29.3% 30.3% 24.5% 9.0%

curriculum and materials.

We are provided with adequate information | 7.6% 28.0% 24.6% 28.7% 11.1%
before new practices or procedures are

implemented.

The principal and other staff provide me 37.2% 39.7% 14.5% 7.2% 1.4%
with the support I need when working with

students.

The principal and other staff provide me 36.0% 43.4% 13.3% 7.0% .3%
with the support I need when working with

parents. .

. The administrator(s) are approachable. 50.8% 33.2% 11.7% 3.4% 9%
The administrator(s) are available if I 37.6% 39.4% 14.4% 6.7% 1.8%
need help.

The work load in this school is equitably 11.7% 26.2% 23.8% 25.0% 13.3%
divided.
We have freedom in our selection of 28.6% 42.2% 20.9% 7.4% 9%
materials.
I have freedom in selection of teaching 33.9% 39.1% 20.2% 5.9% .9%
materials.
T have input in purchase of supplemental 25.6% 41.6% 22.1% 6.9% 3.8%
material.
Instruction here focuses on student success 19.7% 47.9% 21.7% 9.0% 1.7%
in meeting the District goals.
The District curriculum is well defined. 6.8% 36.3% 34.8% 16.8% 5.3%
Teachers here work together effectively. 20.1% 46.8% 18.8% 12.5% 1.8%
Staff and teachers have good working 26.2% 51.5% 12.8% 9.5% 0.0%
relationships.

“Our school rules are fairly enforced. 15.5% 37.6% 18.2% 18.5% 10.3%
I feel safe at school. 29.3% 36.7% 18.2% 12.5% 3.3%
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High School

Staff Report Card Survey
(Continued) )
Number = 343 ‘
Question Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | Disagree

Students are safe here. 22.0% 37.8% 21.3% 15.9% 3.0%
School staff are treated with respect by 9.6% 41.9% 20.1% 21.6% 6.9%
students.
Students are treated with respect by staff. 21.5% 61.9% 14.2% 1.8% 6%
Conference/planning time is adequate. 12.8% 35.0% 25.0% 18.4% 8.8%
I integrate computers/technology into 16.9% 32.3% 25.9% 15.3% 9.6%
instruction.
Library/media resources are adequate. 9.1% 30.4% 25.4% 21.9% 13.2%
Student guidance and counseling are adequate] 16.9% 36.8% 23.9% 18.4% 4.0%
When I do good work it is recognized. 13.8% 27.0% 27.9% 19.5% 11.7%
Staff morale is high. 7.3% 25.4% 25.4% 26.6% 15.4%
We have good support from our parents. 8.4% 34.5% 30.6% 22.8% 3.6%
Students here are well behaved. 5.9% 36.6% 31.1% 22.4% 4.0%
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Question: What is the budgeting process?

' Answer: Active involvement of all interested individuals in the annual budget development
‘ process is invited and encouraged. Community members’ suggestions and input add much to the decision
making processes involved in developing the budget. Parents, other community members, staff members,
and students may become involved in a number of ways. The parent teacher organizations in the schools
work closely with principals. Advisory groups and committees focus on a number of common concerns and
interests. Many of these groups and committees make budget development suggestions and
recommendations each year. The School Board conducts public hearings in September during which
budget recommendations are reviewed and discussed in detail. Public testimony at these meetings is
important and is strongly encouraged. Budget hearings are also cable cast on Channel 43 and a phone-in
number is available to viewers so that questions can be answered on the air.

If you would like more information on how to provide suggestions or to contact the groups which are
currently working with the School District, please contact the principal of your neighborhood school.
You may also call the Public Affairs Office at 269-2131 for additional information and the contact
telephone numbers for any of the groups in which you may be interested.

Discussion: The overall Anchorage School District budget provides for an expenditure of $6,204 for
each student. According to the State of Alaska School Report Card, Anchorage has less to spend per
child than any other Alaska District. The student population is stated with half-day kindergarten
students on a full-time student equivalent (FTE) of .5 basis and full-day kindergarten students are
included on a FTE of 1.0 basis.

Please examine the Anchorage School District Budget for a full accounting of expenditures including the
costs associated with construction and food services.

Table 115
‘ 1991-92 through 1994-95 Actual Expenditures,
1995-96 Unaudited Expenditures,
and 1996-97 Adopted Budget

for General Fund
Year Actual Expenditures Student Population Expenditures per
General Fund Full-Time Equivalence Student FTE
1997-98 $296,808,000** 46,975 $6,318
1996-97 $290,343,243* 46,799 $6,204
1995-96 $281,381,980 46,447 $6,058
1994-95 $276,768,039 46,220 $5,988
1993-94 $278,274,092 45,828 $6,072
1992-93 $272,219,905 44,879 $6,066

*  Unaudited
* Budgeted
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Question: How do the performances of individual schools vary on the indicators, used in the
profile?
Answer: While the overall District indicators are very positive with nomn referenced test

performance and ACT/SAT scores for college bound seniors well above the national average, there are
substantial differences in the test scores of individual schools.

Some schools are boundary free providing education with a special instructional flavor or philosophy
for students drawn from throughout the community. Some schools have special programs which house
groups of students with special needs. Some schools offer both school-within-a-school optional
programs and the regular curriculum. Most schools are neighborhood schools reflecting the community
in which they are located.

The individual school profiles include many of the factors which affect performance. Crowded schools
and crowded classrooms, students who come from an impoverished environment, and high levels of
student mobility are all factors which make the task of education more difficult. Adequate and
uncrowded classrooms, stable attendance, and well prepared students make the task easier.

The individual profiles show schools where positive achievement growth is the norm. Most Anchorage
schools have levels of performance above the expected national average. The schools with lower
performance tend to be those schools with the highest percentages of students qualifying for free and
reduced price lunch, the lowest stability, and the highest student mobility. But even in those schools
where achievement is the most difficult, the majority of the students who continue from year to year
show that they make the expected one year or more of academic gain.

Discussion: Individual school profiles are expanded to include more information on each school.
Elementary profiles now include school goals from individual school report cards, number of students
retained, student membership and attendance, staffing, ethnicity, free lunch information, stability and
mobility information, and the identification of special programs offered in the school. Secondary
schools have additional information an SAT/ACT scores, grades, and the rate at which students are
earning credits.

While this is a detailed statistical profile, it still does not give a sense of the spirit and vivacity
found in the individual schools. Only a visit to the school and talking with students and staff provide
a real sense of the vitality and character of Anchorage schools.

There is a focus on achievement in the school profiles. The achievement indicators include nomm
referenced test scores earned by students in the spring of 1997. There is also an examination of the
growth of students who have continued in the school for a full year. Students who are counted as
having a "Gain" or "Loss" have improved or lost 7 or more NCE points over the past year. Students who
have moved from grade 6 to grade 7 and from grade 8 to grade 9 have for the most part actually changed
school buildings but are following the normal path of Anchorage students so they are included in
measures of growth.

Tables 116 which begins the section provides a profile of performance across the District with which
individual school performance might be compared. The first section of the table shows the areas where
school goals have been identified for elementary, middle, and high schools. The schools are charged to
identify from three to five goals, two of which must address improving student achievement or the
instructional program. Detailed discussions of individual school goals and their accomplishments are
available from the individual schools in the School Report Card for 1996-97. Schools must have goals,
and progress toward those goals must be reviewed with members of the community each year.
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The next section shows the average percentile rank scores and the progress made by students who have
continued from one year to the next. Average scores for the District are above the expected 50th
percentile. While this does not mean that an individual student is "above average,” it means that an
the whole Anchorage students do quite well. At every grade level, more than 70 percent of the
continuing Anchorage students are showing the expected full year or more of academic growth as
measured on the norm referenced tests.

The next section shows the five year historical profile of scores in Total Reading, Total Language Arts,
and Total Mathematics at grades 4, 6, and 8 as well as the Reading and Mathematics scores for grade
11. There is a consistent pattern of scores which show strong academic achievement. The above
average norm referenced test performance is consistent with the above average ACT/SAT history of our
college bound students.

Elementary retention rates, free and reduced price lunch program participation, progress made by
students toward graduation, graduation rate, and the stability and mobility of the district population
all support a positive overall image of the Anchorage School District. Examination of these figures for
the individual schools show that there is a great deal of variation among programs and student
populations.

Many Anchorage schools have large numbers of students who come from low income homes and have a
high student mobility. These are the schools where the task of education is most difficult and where
teachers have to work the hardest to help students achieve. Schools with the greatest needs have
some additional support from special programs such as Even Start, Title I, Bilingual Education, Migrant
Education, and the Anchorage Underachieving Schools program. Examination of the tables which
follow provides some insight into the size, diversity, and achievement of one of the ninety largest
public school districts in the United States.
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Table 116
ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT PROFILE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS
September 30, 1996 Membership 47,935 STAFFING* FTE
Percent of Capacity Principals/Asst. Principals/Dean 114.0
Elementary 104%
Secondary 98%** Classroom Teachers 1813.1
*  Calculated only for schools with a designated Special Education Teachers 315.9
capacity.
**  Gruening students housed at Birchwood are Librarians 71.5
not reflected in % of capacity.
Special Education 7,477 Counselors 58.2
Gifted 2,247 Music Teachers 55.4
Bilingual 2,827 Art Teachers 29.25
Physical Education Teachers 56.3
Gifted Teachers 30.93
AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE/ Bilingual Teachers 245
AVERAGE DAILY MEMBERSHIP
Average Daily Attendance 44,537.9 Nurses 56.95
Average Daily Membership " 47,5007 Nurse Assistants 7.375
Percentage of Daily Attendance 93.8% Title [ Coordinators 12.8
ELEMENTARY Indian Education Tutor/Counselor 13.0
CLASSROOM GROUPS
20 & below 21 to 30 31 + | Bilingual Tutors 75.46
Primary 134 449 - 3 Title I Specialists 23.47
Intermediate 15 289 33 Project Pride Advocates 10.0
Combination 8 165 3 Indian Education Community Counselor 3.0
Team Teaching - 1 - | Teacher Assistants/Aides 27.11
Intermediate 2 - | Special Education Aides 179.63
SECONDARY Media/Career Resource Aides 24.0
CLASSROOM GROUPS ‘
20 & below 21 to 30 31 + | Clerical Support Staff 170.63
English 58 368 185 [ Custodians 256.0
Math 33 286 202
Science 16 351 181
Social Studies 22 302 212 | * Only schools in following profiles are included..
Budget *
1995-96 Expenditures $281,635,167
1996-97 Unaudited Expenditures $284,282,354
1997-98 Adopted Budget $296,808,000

* Dollars budgeted or expended are general fund only.
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ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT PROFILE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS

. Special Programs: ABC Program, Alaska 2,000 Grant, Alternative ABC, Bilingual Ed. Classroom

Delivery Model, Community Schools, Full-Day Kindergarten, Gifted Service School, Indian Ed.,
Intensive Accelerated Program, Intensive Service Schools, Migrant Ed., Open Optional Alternative,
Project Pride, Slingerland, Spanish Immersion, Special Ed. Intensive Service Site, Special Ed. Pre-
school Site, Title I, Under Achieving School Grant

Elementary/Middle Retention Report

Grade Repeated 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Total
Number Not Promoted 121 17 15 12 9 8 109 69 360
Percent Not Promoted -03% .004% .003% .003% .002% .002% .03% .02% .01%

Ethnicity Report--October 1996

American Asian / Total District
White Black Native Pac Islander Hispanic Minority Total
32,546 4,182 5,392 3,558 2,233 15,365 47,911
67.93% 8.73% 11.25% 7.43% 4.66% 32.07%

Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information

Number of Number of Percent of
Children Children from Children from
Year School Level Enrolled Low Income Families * Low Income Families *
1996-97 Elementary 27,634 8,256 29.9%
‘ Middle Level 7,448 ‘ 1,579 21.2%

*

Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.

Stability Rates of Students

American Asian/
Data Type Native Pac. Islander Black Hispanic White Total
Number 6,143 3,844 4,599 2,511 34,638 51,735
% in One Sch.  66.84% 81.22% 74.26% 73.48% 82.87% 79.63%
% in Same Sch. 46.57% 52.68% 48.68% 47.87% 57.38% 54.51%

Student Population Mobility

New Transfer  Transfer Total Percent
Level Membership  Enrollment  Withdrawals Out In Mobility Mobility
Elementary 27,634 3,004 2,294 2,530 2,490 10,318 37.3%
Secondary 19,884 2,166 3,461 1,196 1,192 8,015 40.3%
Total Dropout Rates
Asian/
American Pacific
Natives Islanders Black Hispanics Whites Total
1996-97
Enrollment 6,143 3,844 4,599 2,511 34,638 51,735
Final Dropouts 374 114 165 95 846 1594
Percent Dropouts 6.09% 2.97% 3.59% 3.78% 324% - 3.08%
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ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT
ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE

CAT Percentile Rank Scores
and N umber Tested

SUBTEST GRADE
3 4 5 6

Reading Vocabulary %ile 61 64 58 55
No. 3,759 3,443 3,572 3,571
Reading Comprehension Poile 63 61 61 64
No. 3,759 3,447 3,575 3,570
Total Reading %ile 63 64 62 61
No. 3,751 3,438 3,569 3,567
Language Mechanics %ile 48 61 69 67
No. 3,759 3,451 3,586 3,567
Language Expression %ile 61 62 64 63
No. 3,727 3,445 3,579 3,571
Total Language %ile 55 63 67 66
No. 3,726 3,442 3,578 3,565
Math Computation %Poile 62 63 55 66
No. 3,750 3,448 3,576 3,571
Math Concepts & Applications %ile 61 70 67 70
No. 3,752 3,448 3,570 3,568
Total Mathematics %ile 63 69 63 68
No. 3,739 3,442 3,570 3,567
Total Battery %ile 61 66 67 66
No. 3,688 3,411 3,541 3,545

Word Analysis Poile 54

No. 3,761
Study Skills %ile 69 62 64
: No. 3,440 3,567 3,569
Spelling %eile 49 54 53 51
No. 3,500 3,572 3,601 3,389
Science %ile 61 66 53 57
No. 3,748 3,436 3,560 3,560
Social Studies %ile 61 61 65 60

No. 3,738 3,426 3,556 3,552
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CAT Percentile Rank Scores
and Number Tested
‘ SUBTEST GRADE
7 8 9 10 11

Reading Vocabulary %ile 57 60 55 58 56
No. 3339 3,050 3,049 2,867 2,346

Reading Comprehension %ile 66 63 64 64 59
No. 3340 3,051 3,051 2871 2352

Total Reading Yoile 64 63 62 62 58
No. 3334 3,050 3,047 2,865 2,344

Language Mechanics %ile 66 60 57 54 52
No. 3345 3,053 3,062 2,881 2,348

Language Expression %ile 53 54 58 55 50
No. 3347 3,055 3,052 2,880 2350

Total Language Y%ile 60 57 58 55 51
No. 3338 3,049 3,051 2877 2,348

Math Computation %ile 64 52 63 60 58
No. 3354 3,053 3,054 2,880 2,352

Math Concepts and Applications %ile 64 73 71 70 65
No. 3,361 3,068 3,049 2875 2,348

Total Mathematics %ile 66 64 67 65 63
No. 3,352 3,048 3,048 2,872 2,346

Total Battery %ile 64 64 65 64 60
No. 3279 2,998 3,027 2,848 2,322

Study Skills %ile 58 49 58 52 53
‘ No. 3,349 3,058 3,050 2,870 2,325
Spelling %ile 50 49 52 50 46
No. 3351 3,053 3,053 2,879 2,349

Science Yile 63 76 67 67 57
No. 3,354 3,061 3,050 2,863 2318

Social Studies %ile 65 64 67 63 57

No. 3335 3,057 3046 2,862 2313
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ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT PROFILE

ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE
Historical Performance
ITBS/TAP Percentile Rank Scores 1992-93 to 1994-95
CAT Percentile Rank Scores 1995-96 and 1996-97
Historical Performances
Grade Area 96-97 95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93
4 Total Reading 64 64 54 52 52
Total Language Arts 63 56 54 52 51
Total Mathematics 69 62 61 58 59
Total Battery 66 61 - - -
6 Total Reading 61 61 58 57 58
Total Lantiuage Arts 66 63 57 55 55
Total Mathematics 68 67 62 61 62
Total Battery 66 64 - - -
8 Total 63 63 59 59 61
Total Language Arts 57 55 62 62 62
Total Mathematics 64 62 59 58 60
Total Battery 64 62 - - -
11 Total Reading 58 58 62 60 58
Total Language Arts 51 53 - - -
Total Mathematics 63 63 62 60 63
Total Battery 60 60 - - -
SAT/ACT
Test Students/Subject 96-97 95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93
Number Graduates 2319 2,295 2,164 2,184 2,207
SAT Percent Tested 57% 55% 54% 53% 55%
Verbal 522 528 449 433 438
Math 527 529 505 487 488
ACT Percent Tested 26% 30% 32% 28% 29%
English 21.8 22.0 21.9 21.8 21.8
Math 23.6 22.7 22.4 21.9 21.9
Progress Toward Graduation
Average Credits Earned
Area 9th 10th 11th 12th
Language Arts .88 .89 .96 .96
Matil:zmatics .85 .80 .69 .45
Science .85 ’ 77 .61 .40
Social Studies .85 .83 .58 .85
Others 1.83 1.81 2.28 2.15
Total 5.26 5.11 5.12 4.81
o
izs
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ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT PROFILE

ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE

1996-97

School Goals

Successful

Partial
Successful

Student Achievement
- Elementary: Reading, Math, Language Arts, Writing
Spelling, Geography, Arts, Science, Communication Skills,
Health, Social Studies, Problem Solving
- Middle School: Math, Writing, Communication Skills,
Computer Skills, Science, Humanities, Spelling
- High School: Basic Skills, Job Skills Academic Excellence,
Departmental Goals, Communication Skills, Science

56

10

19

Discipline and Decorum
- Elementary: Discipline, Conflict Resolution, Courtesy,
Interpersonal Problem Solving, Violence Reduction
- Middle School: Discipline
- High School: Anger Management, Sexual Harassment

Student Activities
- Elementary: Reading Activities, Writing Activities,
Technology Use, Disaster Preparedness, Wellness, Field
Trips, Multicultural Activities, Science Activities, Recycling
- Middle School: Technology, Disaster Preparedness, Student
Recognition, Self-Respect
- High School: Academic Recognition Activities

Student Attitude
- Elementary: Self Esteem, Climate, Motivation to Read,
Prejudice Reduction
- Middle School: School Climate, Pride and Belonging,
Prejudice Reduction, Self Esteem.
- High School: Multicultural Awareness, Honors Challenge
Program, Climate, Anger Management

Student Assessment

- Elementary: Portfolios, Writing Assessment, Rubric
Development, Skill Check Lists

- Middle School: Performance Activities

- Secondary:

Community Participation

- Elementary: Communication, Participation, Conferences,
Wellness Activities, Life Long Learning

- Middle School: Redefine Advisory Committees, Increase
Involvement, Communication, Business Advisory Committee

- High School: Community Resources, School Governance
Structure, Community Calendar, Parent Involvement, Business
Advisory Committee

20
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ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT PROFILE
ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE

School Goals Successful | Partial Un-
Successful | Successful

Staff/Program Development
- Elementary: Technology Plans, Curriculum Development, 24 10 -
Social Studies Adoption, Multi-Media Development,
Inclusion, Wellness, Diversity, Restructuring, Disaster
Preparedness, Grade Level Expectancies, Increased Planning
Time
- Middle School: Integrated Curriculum, Inclusion, RCCP Teams, 3 2 -
Middle School Teams, Technology, Gifted Program
Development, Pride and Belonging Activities, Pacific Rim
Focus, Pre-Engineering Program
- High School: Programs for the 21st Century, Conflict 5 2 -
Resolution, School Accreditation, School Beautification,
School Philosophy, Artist In Residence Planning

Other
- Elementary: Nordic Awareness, Safe Environment, Building 1 2 -
Renovation
- Middle School: Tutoring Program, Satellite School Program 2 1 -
- Secondary: Building Renovation, Transition To New Building 1 ' - -

126




Anchorage School District: Profile of Performance ..........cccccverieeeieneecnnnnnnnciinnnneceeenne. 1996-97

ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT PROFILE
' ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE

‘ Continuing Student Progress
District Treated as a School

Spring 1996-97
Expected Gain

% Achieved % Achieved % Achieved
Number Less Than One One Yr.’s  More Than One 1996 1997

Grade/ Area Continued  Year's Growth Growth Year's Growth Mean Mean
4 Reading 2,962 31.2 36.5 32.2 65 66
Lang. Arts 2,967 21.1 30.6 48.3 53 64*
Math 2,972 26.4 31.3 423 64 70*

5 Reading 3.088 349 35.7 29.5 65 63*
Lang. Arts 3,095 18.8 334 47.8 58 69*
Math 3,105 32.1 33.5 34.3 64 65

6 Reading 3,135 33.6 37.3 29.1 64 63*
Lang. Arts 3,141 31.5 36.5 32.1 67 67
Math 3,127 21.2 35.9 429 62 70*

7 Reading 2,861 24.3 38.9 36.8 62 66*
Lang. Arts 2,865 319 39.1 29.0 64 62*
Math 2,875 304 41.1 28.5 68 68
‘ 8 Reading 2,618 32.0 41.9 26.1 67 65*
Lang. Arts 2,629 30.8 39.2 30.0 60 60
Math 2,626 31.2 440 24.8 67 65*

9 Reading 2,571 34.1 41.0 24.9 66 63*
Lang. Arts 2,571 26.6 40.3 33.1 57 60*
Math 2,553 20.7 42.6 36.7 65 69*
10 Reading 2,075 26.7 39.1 34.2 62 64*
Lang. Arts 2,422 29.6 427 27.6 58 58
Math 2,422 324 41.3 26.3 70 68*

11 Reading 1,730 4.27 39.6 17.7 69 61*
Lang. Arts 2,005 38.7 41.0 20.2 60 54*
Math 2,002 37.6 41.2 21.2 70 66*

* — Indicates Significant Difference in Means at .05 Level
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ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT PROFILE
ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE

Students Continuing in One School
Spring 1996-97
Expected Gain

% Achieved % Achieved % Achieved 1996 1997
Number Less Than One One Yr’s  More Than One Mean Mean
Grade/Area Continued  Year's Growth Growth Year's Growth NCE NCE

4 Reading 2,345 314 36.9 31.7 58.4 58.6
Lang. Arts 2,347 21.5 30.6 47.9 51.9 57.9*
Math 2,356 25.5 31.6 429 57.5 61.3*
5 Reading 2,435 34.5 35.6 299 58.1 57.2*
Lang. Arts 2,443 19.4 33.2 47 .4 54.1 60.5*
Math 2,448 31.5 34.0 34.5 57.9 58.2
6 Reading 2,555 34.7 37.4 27.9 57.7 56.8%
Lang. Arts 2,557 31.6 36.8 31.5 59.3 59.4
Math 3,549 21.3 37.2 41.6 56.7 61.2*
7 Reading 2,227 24.67 38.8 36.5 56.4 58.7*
Lang. Arts 2,286 32.2 39.1 28.7 57.5 56.7*
Math 2,288 30.6 40.9 28.5 57.8 59.7
8 Reading 2,450 31.9 T 426 25.5 59.1 57.9*
Lang. Arts 2,458 31.2 39.0 29.7 55.2 55.1
Math 2,455 31.0 442 24.8 59.2 58.4*
9 Reading 2,546 33.5 40.3 24.6 58.7 57.3*
Lang. Arts 2,547 26.1 39.7 32.6 54.0 55.1*
Math 2,528 20.2 41.4 36.1 58.0 60.7*
10 Reading 1,965 26.8 38.6 34.6 56.5 57.6*
Lang. Arts 2,298 29.4 429 27.7 54.5 54.2
Math 2,299 32.4 41.3 26.3 60.9 59.7*
11 Reading 2,347 215 30.6 47.9 60.4 55.6*
Lang. Arts 1,896 39.1 40.9 20.0 55.5 51.2*
Math 1,892 37.6 40.9 21.5 61.1 56.6*

* — Indicates Si@iﬁcant Difference in Means at .05 Level
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Table 117

ABBOTT LOOP ELEMENTARY PROFILE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS

September 30, 1996 Membership 504 STAFFING FTE
Percent of Capacity 102% Principals/ Asst. Principals 1.0
Special Education 71 Classroom Teachers 20.0
Gifted . 11 Librarians 1.0
Bilingual 61 Special Education Teachers 3.5

AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE/ Music Teachers 1.1
AVERAGE DAILY MEMBERSHIP

Average Daily Attendance 480.1 Art Teachers 5

Average Daily Membership 505.0 Phys. Ed. Teachers 1.2

Percentage of Daily Attendance 95.1% Nurses 1.0

CLASSROOM GROUPS Teacher Assistants/Aides 1.75
20& below  21t030 31+ | Special Education Aides 2.625

Primary 4 9 - | Bilingual Tutors 2.0

Intermediate - 4 2 ] Clerical Support Staff 1.75

Combination - 1 - | Custodians 2.5

Budget *

1995-96 Expenditures $1,982,012

1996-97 Budgeted Amount $2,053,108

1997-98 Adopted Budget $1,873,704

* Dollars budgeted or expended are general fund only.

Special Programs: Bilingual Ed., Full-Day Kindergarten
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....................................................... 1996-97
ABBOTT LOOP ELEMENTARY PROFILE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS
‘ Student Population Mobility
New Transfer Transfer Total Percent
Membership  Enrollment Withdrawals Out In Mobility Mobility
504 84 62 47 56 249 49.4%
Ethnicity Report--October 1996
American Asian / Total School
White Black Native Pac Islander = Hispanic Minority Total
316 54 50 31 31 188 504
62.7% 10.7% 9.9% 6.2% 6.2% 37.3%
Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information
Number in Number of Percent of
Attendance Children from Children from
Year School Level Area Low Income Families * Low Income Families *
1996-97 Elementary 504 132 26.2%

. *

Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.

Retention Report
Grade Repeated 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
Number Not Promoted 2 1 0 0 0 1 4
Percent Not Promoted 2.6% 1.4% 0% 0% 0% 1.6% 0.9%
Stability Rates of Students
American Asian/

Data Type Native Pac. Islander Black Hispanic White Total

Number 61 58 61 32 353 565

% in One Sch.  78.69% 77.59% 81.97% 81.25% 81.30% 80.71%

% in Same Sch. 52.46% 39.66% 62.30% 43.75% 51.56% 51.15%
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ABBOTT LOOP ELEMENTARY PROFILE

ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE
CAT Percentile Rank Scores
and Number Tested
SUBTEST GRADE
3 4 5 6
Reading Vocabulary %ile 60 63 51 48
No. 76 64 64 59
Reading Comprehension %ile 58 54 57 56
No. 76 63 64 59
Total Reading %ile 60 59 55 52
No. 76 63 64 59
Language Mechanics %ile 40 51 62 65
No. 76 64 64 59
Language Expression %ile 52 57 60 61
No. 76 63 63 59
Total Language Y%ile 46 55 60 62
No. 76 63 63 59
Math Computation %ile 45 57 48 55
No. 75 65 63 59
Math Concepts & Applications %ile 46 69 63 67
No. 75 64 63 59
Total Mathematics %ile 44 65 58 61
: No. 74 64 63 59
Total Battery Yoile 50 59 58 59
No. 74 63 63 59
Word Analysis %ile 54
No. 76
Study Skills %ile 64 60 60
No. 64 63 59
Spelling %ile 53 49 45 49
No. 76 64 64 59
Science %ile 54 65 54 53
No. 76 65 63 59
Social Studies %ile 59 55 62 52
No. 76 65 63 59
Historical Performances
ITBS Percentile Rank Scores 1992-93 to 1994-95
CAT Percentile Rank Scores 1995-96 and 1996-97
Grade Area 96-97 95-96 94-95 93-94 2-93
4 Total Reading 59 45 46 40 42
4 Total Language Arts 55 46 46 37 34
4 Total Mathematics 65 58 49 41 41
6 Total Reading 52 53 53 49 54
6 Total Language Arts 62 55 54 53 51
6 Total Mathematics 61 56 64 51 55
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ABBOTT LOOP ELEMENTARY PROFILE

ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE
. GOAL : LEVEL OF ACHIEVEMENT
Increase problem solving percentile by 5% growth Successful
Increase skills in science concepts/applications Successful
Promote health/safety environment to include Disaster Successful
Preparedness
Continuing Student Progress
Spring 1996-97
Expected Gain
% Achieved % Achieved % Achieved
Number LessThanOne  OneYr’s  More Than One 1996 1997
Grade/Area Tested Year's Growth Growth Year's Growth Mean Mean
4 Reading 36 36.1 194 444 53 56
Lang. Arts 35 20.0 343 45.7 51 55
Math 38 10.5 28.9 60.5 50 60*
. 5 Reading 39 23.1 35.9 41.0 49 53
‘ Lang. Arts 37 10.8 432 45.9 19 54
Math 39 333 35.9 30.8 54 55
6 Reading 43 18.6 442 37.2 49 51
Lang. Arts 45 31.1 333 35.6 57 58
Math 43 18.6 233 58.1 51 57*

* — Indicates Significant Difference in Means at .05 Level
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Table 118
AIRPORT HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY PROFILE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS
September 30, 1996 Membership 32 | STAFFING FTE
Percent of Capacity 95% Principals/ Asst. Principals 1.0
Special Education 63 Classroom Teachers 13.0
Gifted 8 Librarians 1.0
Bilingual 34 Special Education Teachers 5.0
AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE/ Music Teachers .8
AVERAGE DAILY MEMBERSHIP
Average Daily Attendance 321.6 Art Teachers 4
Average Daily Membership 339.7 Phys. Ed. Teachers 7
Percentage of Daily Attendance 94.7% Nurses .5
CLASSROOM GROUPS Teacher Assistants/Aides 4375
20 & below  21to30 31+ | Special Education Aides 4.25
Primary - 6 - | Bilingual Tutors .75
Intermediate - 5 - Indian Ed. Tutor/Counselor .5
Combination - 2 - | Clerical Support Staff 1.0
Custodians 20
Budget *
1995-96 Expenditures $1,239,163
1996-97 Budgeted Amount $1,391,420
1997-98 Adopted Budget $1,351,147
* Dollars budgeted or expended are general fund only.
Special Programs: Bilingual Ed., Full-Day Kindergarten, Indian Ed., Migrant Ed., Special Ed.
Intensive Service Site

13
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AIRPORT HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY PROFILE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS

Student Population Mobility

New Transfer Transfer Total Percent
Membership  Enrollment Withdrawals Out In Mobility Mobility
342 36 21 33 23 113 33.0%

Ethnicity Report--October 1996

American Asian / " Total School
White Black Native Pac Islander = Hispanic Minority Total
180 46 60 28 28 162 342
52.6% 13.5% 17.5% 8.2% 8.2% 47.4%

Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information

Number in Number of Percent of

Attendance Children from Children from
Year School Level Area Low Income Families * Low Income Families *
1996-97 Elementary 342 147 43.0%

* Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.

Retention Report
Grade Repeated 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
Number Not Promoted 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Percent Not Promoted 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Stability Rates of Students

American’ Asian/
Data Type Native Pac. Islander Black Hispanic White Total
Number 71 28 48 37 204 388
% in One Sch.  76.06% 100.00% 89.58% 70.27% 78.92% 80.41%
% in Same Sch. 57.75% 71.43% 58.33% 51.35% 58.33% 58.51%

135




Anchorage School District: Profile of PErfOrmance .........o.euevevvenseeveenioneresoeosososessns 1996-97

AIRPORT HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY PROFILE

ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE
CAT Percentile Rank Scores
and Number Tested
SUBTEST GRADE
3 4 5 6
Reading Vocabulary %ile 57 57 52 40
No. 53 35 45 49
Reading Comprehension %ile 57 51 48 57
No. 53 34 45 49
Total Reading Yile 57 55 51 49
No. 53 34 45 49
Language Mechanics %ile 35 55 47 64
No. 53 36 45 49
Language Expression %ile 57 53 60 55
No. 53 36 45 49
Total Language %ile 46 54 53 60
No. 53 36 45 49
Math Computation %ile 65 51 39 48
No. 53 36 45 49
Math Concepts and Applications %eile 60 57 57 63
No. 53 36 45 49
Total Mathematics Yile 63 55 48 57
No. .53 36 45 49
Total Battery %ile 56 55 51 53
No. 53 34 45 49
Word Analysis Yoile 42
No. 53
Study Skills %ile 61 55 64
No. 36 45 49
Spelling %ile 50 45 38 38
No. 53 36 45 49
Science %ile 55 51 45 52
No. 53 36 45 49
Social Studies %ile 56 4 64 52
_ No. _ 53 36 45 49
Historical Performances
ITBS Percentile Rank Scores 1992-93 to 1994-95
CAT Percentile Rank Scores 1995-96 and 1996-97
Grade Area _96-97 95-96 = _94-95 93-94 92-93
4 Total Reading 55 46 48 44 55
4 Total Language Arts 54 36 43 46 54
4 Total Mathematics 55 36 41 48 62
6 Total Reading 49 53 43 59 60
6 Total Language Arts 60 57 48 56 61
6 Total Mathematics 57 68 44 56 56
136
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AIRPORT HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY PROFILE

ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE
‘ GOAL LEVEL OF ACHIEVEMENT
Bring Airport Heights. to same technological levels as other Successful
schools
Improve students” math skills and increase their appreciation Successful
for math
Students will improve their reading comprehension Successful
Continuing Student Progress
Spring 1996-97
Expected Gain
% Achieved % Achieved % Achieved
Number Less Than One One Yr’s More Than One 1996 1997
Grade/Area Tested Year's Growth Growth Year's Growth Mean Mean
4 Reading 28 17.9 46.4 35.7 49 51
Lang. Arts 30 10.0 26.7 63.3 41 52*
Math 30 30.0 36.7 33.3 50 52
‘ 5 Reading 36 222 417 36.1 49 53
Lang. Arts 36 25.0 25.0 50.0 44 52*
Math 36 22.2 27.8 50.0 44 51*
6 Reading 34 324 26.5 41.2 51 51
Lang. Arts 33 36.4 27.3 36.4 55 57
Math 32 18.8 438 37.5 52 55

* — Indicates Significant Difference in Means at .05 Level
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Table 119
ALPENGLOW ELEMENTARY PROFILE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS
September 30, 1996 Membership 550 | STAFFING FTE
Percent of Capacity 106% Principals/ Asst. Principals 1.0
Special Education 45 Classroom Teachers 19.5
Gifted 43 Librarians 1.0
Bilingual 5 Special Education Teachers 1.8
AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE/ Gifted Teachers 20
AVERAGE DAILY MEMBERSHIP
Average Daily Attendance 530.7 Music Teachers 1.0
Average Daily Membership 551.6 Art Teachers 5
Percentage of Daily Attendance 96.2% Phys. Ed. Teachers 1.0
CLASSROOM GROUPS Nurses 7
20 & below  21to30 31+ | Special Education Aides 1.5
Primary - 9 - | Clerical Support Staff 1.75
Intermediate - 9 - | Custodians 3.0
Combination - - -
Budget *
1995-96 Expenditures $1,804,248
1996-97 Budgeted Amount $1,789,396
1997-98 Adopted Budget $1,855,158
* Dollars budgeted or expended are general fund only.

|Special Programs: Bilingual Ed., Gifted Service School
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ALPENGLOW ELEMENTARY PROFILE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS

‘ Student Population Mobility
New Transfer Transfer Total Percent
Membership  Enrollment Withdrawals Out In Mobility Mobility
550 78 28 6 14 126 22.9%

Ethnicity Report--October 1996

American Asian / Total School
White Black Native Pac Islander = Hispanic Minority Total
493 14 14 9 24 61 554
89.0% 2.5% 2.5% 1.6% 4.3% 11.0%

Free/Reduced Price Lunch Information

Number in Number of Percent of
Attendance Children from Children from
Year School Level Area Low Income Families * Low Income Families *
' 1996-97 Elementary 550 34 6.2%
* Estimate of children from low income families is based on Free/Reduced Lunch Program.

Retention Report

Grade Repeated 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
Number Not Promoted 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Percent Not Promoted 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Stability Rates of Students

American Asian/
Data Type Native Pac. Islander Black Hispanic White Total
Number 17 11 14 26 518 586
% in One Sch.  82.35% 81.82% 92.86% 88.46% 89.00% 88.74%
% in Same Sch. 52.94% 54.55% 50.00% 65.38% 69.69% 68.26%
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ALPENGLOW ELEMENTARY PROFILE

ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE
CAT Percentile Rank Scores
and Number Tested
SUBTEST GRADE
3 4 5 6
Reading Vocabulary Yoile 82 79 74 63
No. 78 85 94 64
Reading Comprehension %ile 78 72 70 63
No. 78 85 94 64
Total Reading Yoile 81 77 74 64
No. 78 85 94 64
Language Mechanics %ile 62 76 81 70
No. 78 84 94 64
Language Expression %ile 81 75 75 64
No. 78 84 94 64
Total Language Yoile 74 77 80 66
No. 78 84 94 64
Math Computation %ile 77 74 51 60
No. 79 84 93 64
Math Concepts and Applications %ile 75 80 70 72
No. 78 85 93 64
Total Mathematics %ile 79 80 63 67
No. 78 84 93 64
Total Battery Yile 81 80 76 66
No. 76 84 93 64
Word Analysis %ile 72
No. 78
Study Skills %ile 74 68 63
No. 0 85 94 64
Spelling Yoile 58 64 67 49
No. 79 85 94 64
Science %ile 79 73 65 61
No. 78 85 94 64
Social Studies %ile 75 76 73 65
_ No. 78 85 93 64
Historical Performances
ITBS Percentile Rank Scores 1992-93 to 1994-95
CAT Percentile Rank Scores 1995-96 and 1996-97
Grade Area 96-97 95-96 94-95 93-94 92-93
4 Total Reading 77 79 N/A N/A N/A
4 Total Language Arts 77 76 N/A N/A N/A
4 Total Mathematics 80 84 N/A N/A N/A
6 Total Reading 64 69 N/A N/A N/A
6 Total Language Arts 66 71 N/A N/A N/A
6 Total Mathematics 67 67 N/A N/A N/A
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ALPENGLOW ELEMENTARY PROFILE

ACHIEVEMENT PROFILE
‘ GOAL LEVEL OF ACHIEVEMENT
Incorporate technology across the curriculum Successful
Involve students in process writing and editing and Partially Successful

implement recreational reading program

Increase positive student attitude towards math Successful

Continuing Student Progress
Spring 1996-97
Expected Gain

% Achieved % Achieved % Achieved
Number Less Than One One Yr.’s  More Than One 1996 1997

Grade/ Area Tested Year's Growth Growth Year's Growth Mean Mean

4 Reading 61 23.0 29.5 475 61 67*

Lang. Arts 60 15.0 35.0 50.0 60 66*

Math 60 21.7 23.3 55.0 57 68*

5 Reading 84 44.0 31.0 25.0 67 64*

Lang. Arts 84 22.6 34.5 429 66 69*

. 